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LEHERS 


ACTION 


Letters may have been 
shortened because of space. 
Some names may have been 
changed 

Craig’s error 

Dave Craig’s article ‘Communist Party 
ducks the question’ contains a funda¬ 
mental truth and a fundamental error 
(November 6). 

The fundamental tmth is that the cen¬ 
tral political contradiction in contempo¬ 
rary British politics is the ‘democratic 
deficit’. This contradiction grows out of 
the desire of capitalists and the state to 
maintain democracy as a central ideol¬ 
ogy generating consent to their rule, 
while destroying the social concessions 
to the working class which gave rise to 
mass consent to the regime. 

As a result, the partial democratic form 
of universal suffrage is increasingly 
emptied of content by corrupt payments 
to politicians (‘party political contribu¬ 
tions’); by ‘judicial review’ and long¬ 
term contractual commitments to private 
business; and by forms of top-down 
control both of local government, and 
of the major political parties. The Social¬ 
ist Alliance’s practical policy has been 
to attempt to evade this question by 
presenting its programme as a series of 
minor social reforms, as opposed to fun¬ 
damental political change. 

The fundamental error is comrade 
Craig’s failure to confront the objective 
relation of forces in the workers’ move¬ 
ment and its left. This failure is reflected 
in his complaint that the CPGB’s oppo¬ 
sition to the deliberate creation of an ‘in¬ 
termediate’ party is an obstacle to the 
radical-democratic turn that is and has 
been needed. The regrettable tmth is that 
the majority of the British organised left 
believe in bureaucratic-paternalistic 
forms of socialism. This belief is reflected 
in the organisational forms of the Social¬ 
ist Workers Party (and on a much larger 
scale those of the trade unions), as much 
as in the overt politics of the Morning 
Star’s Communist Party of Britain and 
the Labour and trade union left. 

It is quite illusory to suppose that the 
tiny forces of the CPGB, the Alliance for 
Workers’ Liberty (who in our opinion 
have their own form of bureaucratic pa- 
temahsm) and the Revolutionary Demo¬ 
cratic Group can appeal over the heads 
of the tens of thousands of bureaucratic- 
patemahst mihtants to the broad millions 
who could be energised by a democratic 
alternative. The strategic problem is to 
persuade broader layers of militants - 
especially the organised militants, who, 
because they are organised, can out¬ 
weigh the unorganised radical-demo¬ 
crats - to break politically with bureau¬ 
cratic-paternalism. 

In the case of the SWP - and the So¬ 
cialist Party - this means primarily break¬ 
ing with their false concept of the 
revolutionary (or so-called ‘revolution¬ 
ary’) party. In addition, English left poli¬ 
tics is stmcturally more similar to French 
left politics than it is to Italian, Scottish 
or Portuguese left politics. The reason 
for this fact is the deep historical roots 
of organised Trotskyism in England and 
France, going back to the 1930s, and the 
presence in both countries of more than 
one substantial organised Trotskyist 
group with a serious presence in the 
broad workers’ vanguard going back to 
the 1970s (in Scotland and Wales mat¬ 
ters may be different, as the historic domi¬ 
nation of the old CP tended to 
marginalise the Trots). 

In France there is no road forward for 
the left without confronting the relations 
between the Ligue Communiste Revo- 
lutionnaire and Lutte Ouvriere, as the 
comrades have effectively recognised 
with their limited electoral agreement. In 
Britain it is similarly the case that there is 
no road forward for the left without con¬ 
fronting the SWP and the Socialist Party. 

Dave’s proposal that we should give 
up on the SWP’s limited openings to- 


party” is therefore - in the concrete situ¬ 
ation - a proposal for a step away from, 
not towards, what is needed. 

Mike Macnair 

Oxford 

DSP 'zigzags’ 

Marcus Strom makes some brief, critical 
comments about the Australian Demo¬ 
cratic Socialist Party in his letter (‘Aussie 
SA, November 6). Since most of the 
Weekly Worker’s readers probably aren’t 
familiar with this party, an equally brief 
response might be appropriate. 

Strom mentions the “zigzag opportun¬ 
ist history of the DSP”. The DSP was, 
historically, closely associated with the 
US Socialist Workers Party and its par¬ 
ticular strand of Trotskyism. Along with 
that group, it began to reconsider some 
of the political positions and practices it 
had inherited under the impact of the 
revolutions in Nicaragua and Grenada. 
This process was intensified when the 
US organisation began to exhibit distinct 
signs of sectarian degeneration, forcing 
the DSP (then the Australian Socialist 
Workers Party) to cease cooperation 
with them. 

Needless to say, the impact of the 
degeneration of the DSP’s closest asso¬ 
ciates was profound. It led to DSP mem¬ 
bers and leaders reconsidering every 
aspect of its politics, ultimately leading 
the group to break with key aspects of 
Trotskyism. The problem then was for 
the DSP to chart a new course for itself. 
Their old programme was wrong - but 
what was right? With the old cookbook 
discarded, the DSP had to make up its 
own mind about the challenges that 
emerged before it. Inevitably, it made 
mistakes, and had to correct its course 
on various matters. But in doing so it 
learnt how to stand on its own two feet, 
it formed a small but significant cadre of 
experienced activists, and eventually 
became the largest active group on the 
Australian far left. 

Its “zigzags” were a learning process, 
a result of correcting mistakes, and 
ended up roughly where the DSP needed 
to be. Key aspects of the DSP’s new po¬ 
sitions include what Strom describes as 
“its leftist stance on the Labour Party”, 
which led it to support and initiate party- 
ist projects like the Sociahst Alliance. On 
the other hand, it maintained its heavy 
emphasis on activism, which, however 
“Panglossian”, resulted in it being able 
to modestly grow in a period when most 
other groups were declining. Inciden¬ 
tally, I had to look up the meaning of 
“Panglossian”, and I wasn’t the only 
one. 

In addition, of course, they reconsid¬ 
ered “Cannonite rigidity”, seeking to 
maintain the positive aspects of a seri¬ 
ous attitude to organisation, while dis¬ 
carding the more formalistic and 
fetishised aspects. In particular, they re¬ 
alised very early on that they were prob¬ 
ably going to wind up as a faction or 
tendency within a broader force, and that 
they weren’t ‘the party’. This meant that, 
while the formal stmctures were more or 
less maintained, the political education 
and training of the DSP’s members 
gradually changed and advanced, as 
they began to realise more and more of 
the implications of what was likely to 
occur. The emergence of the Socialist Al¬ 
liances in Britain, and the Scottish So¬ 
cialist Party in particular, showed a 
concrete form for the kind of initiative 
that the DSP had been training its mem¬ 
bers for almost two decades. 

I am a former member of the DSP and 
do not speak on its behalf. 

Alan Bradley 
Queensland 

Boycott? 

The Workers International Vanguard 
League is a small grouping based in 
South Africa. Our key pohtical task of the 


of the Fourth International. 

For the moment the support base of 
the ANC is still the black working class. 
Although this is shrinking, the absence 
of any mass alternative means that they 
are fairly secure in their knowledge of 
winning the 2004 elections. The rise of 
spontaneous resistance is a reflection of 
the worsening conditions facing the 
working class. The structures of the 
Congress of South African Trade Un¬ 
ions (Cosatu) are propped up by foreign 
funding and there is huge dissatisfaction 
within the rank and file of the federation 
that is formally aligned to the ANC and 
South African Communist Party. The 
SACP remains the main parasitic ideo¬ 
logue within Cosatu and the workers’ 
movement, as well as government, for 
keeping the working class chained to the 
ANC and the capitalist system. 

Remember, there have been many 
years of extra-parliamentary struggle in 
South Africa and the parliamentary plat¬ 
form is a recent development for the 
broader masses. The question for us is 
how to sharpen the exposure of parlia¬ 
ment, how to sharpen the contradiction 
between the demands of the masses and 
the capitahst system that keeps the work¬ 
ing class in chains, how to give direc¬ 
tion to the stmggles of the masses, how 
to raise class consciousness to commu¬ 
nist consciousness. 

After considering these factors we are 
thinking about an ‘active boycott’ cam¬ 
paign. In other words, we are thinking 
of using the next period to pose transi¬ 
tional demands like shding scale of hours 
of work, etc. This will sharpen the fights 
around the demands of the masses, fur¬ 
ther expose the state and the bourgeois 
parties of all shades. Then we intend 
calling for the masses to go to the ballot 
boxes to spoil their votes. 

During this time we intend raising the 
need for the building of a revolutionary 
working class party, as opposed to the 
bourgeois parties and initiatives like the 
SMI (Social Movement Indiba - a stmc- 
ture being set up that could lead the strug¬ 
gles of the masses into a parliamentary 
dead-end). 

Please consider the above and send 
us your views on what you think the 
best course of action would be. 

Shaheed Mohammed 

Cape Town 

Rhayader farce 

A small group of comrades arrived for 
the advertised Socialist, Environmental¬ 
ists and Republicans (Seren) meeting in 
Rhayader, mid-Wales on November 9. 
With John Marek launching his inde¬ 
pendent ‘party’ the day before, and with 
Cymru Goch, the main organising group 
associated with Seren, having a keen 
interest in seeing a successful launch, 
there was always a suspicion that the CG 
comrades would be stretched. But, given 
the state of socialist politics in Wales at 
the moment, I decided that the meeting 
at least deserved a visit. 

That turned out to be a mistake. The 
comrades who arrived at the venue, in¬ 
cluding myself and Leane Wood, Welsh 
Assembly Member for Plaid Cymru 
(Rhondda central), were informed that 
the meeting room had actually been can¬ 
celled “a while ago”. Hmm ... 

There are a couple of issues here. 
Firstly, any parties or individuals inter¬ 
ested in attending the meeting had to first 
find out through the grapevine (not 
through Seren) and, of all places, the So¬ 
cialist Party’s website, that the meeting 
had actually been moved to the Sunday 
- presumably to avoid a clash with 
Marek’s meeting the day before. Sec¬ 
ondly, after a number of unanswered en¬ 
quires to Seren’s contact email address 
about the exact time and date of the meet¬ 
ing, and with its own website stiU boldly 
advertising the cancelled meeting for the 
Saturday as I write, we have to ask, what 
exactly is Cymm Goch up to? 


London Communist Forums 

Sunday November 16, no seminar because of Paris Social Fomm. 

Sunday November 23, 5pm - ‘Where next for ESF?’ Come along and discuss 
where the European movement goes in the aftermath of Paris. London will be 
hosting the 2004 ESF. But will the preparations be open, democratic and inclu¬ 
sive? Diorama Arts Centre, 34 Osnaburgh Street, London NWl (nearest tube: 
Regents Park, Great Portland Street). 

Anarchism or Marxism? 

Debate, Wednesday November 19,7.30pm, University of London Union, Malet 
Street (nearest tubes: Euston, Goodge Street, Russell Square). Speakers: Chris 
Hickey (AWL); Iain McKay (Freedom and anarchist FAQ website). 

Hosted by the Alliance for Workers’ Liberty: 07748 185553; 
office @ workersliberty.org 

Defend Councii Housing 

National committee meeting, Saturday November 22,12 noon to 4pm, Ha 3 nvood 
room. Council House, College Road, Doncaster. Lunch provided by Doncaster 
Tenants Federation - phone 07951 156881 to advise numbers. 

Coiombia soiidarity 

Congressman Wilson Borja’s speaking tour - ‘Colombia in conflict: Britain’s 
secret war?’ Organised by Justice for Colombia and War on Want. 

Thursday November 20, 1.30pm, parliamentary reception, hosted by Tony Lloyd 
MP - Jubilee room. House of Parliament (St Stephen’s entrance). To book: 020 
7794 3644; info@justiceforcolombia.org 

Friday November 21, 6pm, Mechanics Institute, Princess Street, Manchester. 
Monday November 24, 5pm, Glasgow University. 

Wednesday November 26, 12.30pm, Justice for Colombia reception hosted by 
Rhodri Morgan AM, Conference rooms A and B, Assembly Rooms, Cardiff. 
Thursday November 27, 7pm, the Old Market, Upper Market Street, Hove. 
Saturday November 29, 10am, TUC Congress House, Council Chamber (5th 
floor). Great Russell Street, London WCl (nearest tube: Tottenham Court Road). 
Other speakers include: Brendan Barber (TUC general secretary and Justice for 
Colombia president); Jeremy Dear (National Union of Joumahsts general sec¬ 
retary). Chair: Mick Rix (Justice for Colombia vice-chair). 

Places limited, book via 020 7794 3644 or info@justiceforcolombia.org 

Close Campsfield 

Tenth anniversary demonstration, Saturday November 29, 12 noon, Camps¬ 
field House detention centre, Langford Lane, Kidlington, Oxfordshire. 
Organised by Campaign to Close Campsfield. Information on transport, mes¬ 
sages of sohdarity, etc: info@closecampsfield.org.uk; 
http://www.closecampsfield.org.uk/ 

Party wills 

The CPGB has forms available for you to include the Party and the struggle for 
communism in your will. Write for details. 

RDG 

To contact the Revolutionary Democratic Group, email rdgroup@yahoo.com 

Socialist Alliance 

Creative House, 82-90 Queensland Road, London N7 7AS; 020-7609 2999; 
office @ socialistalliance.net 

Brent and Harrow SA 

Pubhc meeting: ‘The way ahead for the anti-war movement and SA’, Wednes¬ 
day November 26,7.30pm, Willesden Suite, Willesden Green Library Centre, 95 
High Road, London NWlO. Speaker: Alan Thomett. 

Convention of the Trade Union Left 

Saturday February 7 2004, Friends Meeting House, Euston, London. Union 
sponsors so far include: London region. Unison; London region, FBU; Essex 
committee, FBU; Cambridge and District Trade Union Council; Natfhe West¬ 
ern Region; Yorkshire and District Natfhe; Stratford Nol branch, RMT Speak¬ 
ers include Bob Crow, general secretary RMT; Paul Mackney, general secretary 
Natfhe. 

Organised by Socialist Alliance, tu-convention@yahoo.co.uk 

Building a socialist alternative 

SA pamphlet by Alan Thomett, £2 each; discounts for bulk orders. 

Stop Bush visit 

Stop the War Coahtion: 020 7053 2153; wwwstopwar.org.uk 

Rally Tuesday November 18, 7.30pm: Friends Meeting House, Euston Road 
(nearest tube: Euston/Euston Square). Speakers include Ron Kovic, Harold 
Pinter, George Galloway, Tony Berm, John Rees. 

Alternative state procession Wednesday November 19, Ham: Assem¬ 
ble Jubilee Gardens, South Bank, London SEl. 

Scotland demonstration Wednesday November 19, 6pm: Assemble Char¬ 
lotte Square, Edinburgh. March to US consulate. 

National demonstration Thursday November 20,2pm: Assemble Malet Street, 
central London (nearest tubes: Goodge Street, Russell Square, Euston/Euston 
Square). March to Trafalgar Square. 

Film and discussion Sunday November 16, 5pm: Bom on the 4th of July. 
Introduced by Vietnam war veteran Ron Kovic. 

Wednesday November 19, 5pm: Walker - Alex Cox introduces his film about 
Nicaragua. 

Prince Charles cinema, 7 Leicester Place, London WC2 (nearest tube: Leicester 
Square). Tickets: £7 each from box office - 020 7494 3654 (1.30pm to 9pm). 


wards unity and set up shop with a di- moment is building a revolutionary work- Bob Davies 

rect call for a “militant republican socialist ing class party as part of the rebuilding Newport 


wwxiigb.oig.uk/action 
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EUROPEAN SOCIAL FORUM 


Britain to host ESF 2004 


T he next European Social Forum will 
definitely take place in Britain. It re¬ 
mains to be seen though if it will be in 
London and, more importantly, if it 
can become a truly democratic and open proc¬ 
ess. An Italian-French delegation will visit 
London on December 13-14 in order to assist 
the setting up of transparent structures, 
which have so far been missing. 

This is the positive outcome of the latest 
ESF assembly, which took place on Novem¬ 
ber 10 just before the start of this year’s sec¬ 
ond ESF in Paris. All of the 150 or so 
participants agreed that a decision would 
need to be reached urgently, if the next ESF is 
to successfully take place in 2004. A heated 
debate, lasting around three hours, saw 
mainly people from Britain discuss the issue 
of the ‘London bid’. Luciano Muhlbauer, the 
official representative of the Itahan trade un¬ 
ion Cobas and a member of Rifondazione 
Comunista, finally suggested the agreed com¬ 
promise position, according to which an in¬ 
ternational team of observers would oversee 
the setting up of new structures that would 
be open and transparent. If no other British 
city had been properly investigated as a po¬ 
tential host for the next ESF, then our meet¬ 
ing on December 13-14 will finalise London 
as the host city. 

The idea of slowing the pace of the ESF 
proved to be an non-issue. Attempts by 
Attac France to operate on a two-yearly 
schedule have only encountered hostility and 
have therefore been dropped - at least for the 
time being. The decision of the assembly was 
clear: we want the ESF to take place every 
year. In 2005, Athens will host the event. 

Comrades were less sure about how to 
deal with the problematic issue of dissent. A 
wide gulf has developed between the ‘offi¬ 
cial bidders’ around the Socialist Workers 
Party/Globalise Resistance and those who 
want to see the ESF coming to Britain on a 
democratic and inclusive basis. 

Before the meeting we approached the 
chair, Sophie Zafari (a member of Ligue Com- 
muniste Revolutionnaire who officially rep¬ 
resents the CGT union centre), suggesting 
an agenda that would allow the presentation 
of 10-minute introductions by both the offi¬ 
cial bidders and the opposition formed 
around the statement calling on the ESF proc¬ 
ess to be “started again from scratch” and 
with open and democratic structures (see 
Weekly Worker November 6). Comrade 
Zafari rephed with a wry “We’U see what 
happens..- a sad reflection of 
how ESF assembly meet¬ 
ings have been con¬ 
ducted under ^ 

the leader¬ 


The Weekly 
Wotket has 
printed 
many 
details 
about the 
bid, so they 
are hardly a 
secret 


ship of the French comrades: there are hardly 
any documents available; no proper introduc¬ 
tions are given and whoever wants to speak 
has to msh to the front and wait, sometimes 
for hours. 

That is how it was on November 10. Three 
people representing the official London bid 
were already queuing before Sophie even 
opened up the meeting for discussion. That 
hardly makes for a fair and constructive de¬ 
bate. Louise Griffiths from the NGO War on 
Want commended the bid for its “wide sup¬ 
port” and pointed out that “our magnificent 
mayor” was fully on board. She tried to jus¬ 
tify the secretive and closed nature of the 
discussions up to now by claiming that the 
“process has not started yet” and claimed 
that the bidders “would never support some¬ 
thing that is not tmly inclusive”. In fact War 
on Want has had some major internal debates 
about the undemocratic nature of the bid and 
at one time even considered pulling out. 

“The process” was of course started many 
months ago, when the SWP/GR first invited 
a number of selected organisations to join 
them. Since then, the comrades have had lots 
of time to open up the bid - and have consist¬ 
ently refused to do so. As comrade Sara from 
the London Wombles pointed out later, 
“There has not been one public meeting to 
discuss the bid. Everything has so far been 
done in secret. How can we trust those or¬ 
ganisations to become all of a sudden demo¬ 
cratic and inclusive?” she asked. 

Certainly the SWP/GR could have avoided 
such criticisms, had they used the last six 
weeks to bring more organisations on board. 
At the previous ESF assembly, held in Paris 
on September29-30, the bid was officially pre¬ 
sented for the first time. It was only because 
there was no consensus on the frequency of 

our ESF 




Chris Nineham: 
serious 



gather¬ 
ings that a 
final decision was not 
made - but an over¬ 
whelming majority was 
in favour of London 
hosting the next ESF. 
So the comrades cre¬ 
ated their own oppo¬ 
sition by refusing to 
even discuss the 
bid in public. 

It was the London 
Social Forum that 
hosted the only 
public debate on 
the issue on Octo¬ 
ber 19, which was 
attended by Jon¬ 
athan Neale of the 
SWP/GR and Kate 
Hudson from the 
Campaign for Nuclear 
Disarmament (inciden¬ 
tally, Carol Naughton, the re¬ 
cently ousted chair of CND, has 


signed the LSF activists’ statement in order 
to make known her reservations). 

At the October 19 LSF meeting, Jonathan 
Neale was asked by the CPGB’s Anne Me 
Shane if he would personally make a commit¬ 
ment to fight for the organising meetings to 
be open to observers from now on, to which 
comrade Neale replied with a breathtakingly 
honest “No”. Though some 50 people heard 
him, the comrade claimed at the November 
10 Paris assembly that he said no such thing. 
Instead, he disingenuously tried to use the 
Weekly Worker as evidence for the open na¬ 
ture of the negotiations around the bid: “The 
Weekly Worker has printed many details 
about the bid, so they are hardly a secret,” 
he said from the platform, conveniently for¬ 
getting to mention that this was purely down 
to the fact that CPGB members have success¬ 
fully gatecrashed a number of secret meet¬ 
ings or been fed information by people 
involved. Having been repeatedly stung by 
the Weekly Worker, the SWP’s Socialist Re¬ 
view has, for the first time, finally mentioned 
the London bid (November). 

Lee Jasper, the Lxmdon mayor’s advisor on 
race relations, was the next speaker. The pres¬ 
ence of Ken Livingstone’s tsar of multicul- 
turahsm indicates that London’s “magnificent 
mayor” wants the ESF in London - particu¬ 
larly in an election year. Undoubtedly, he is 
keen to offer support for the ESF in order to 
reassert his leftwing image - as mayor he has 
promoted big business and Tony Blair now 
wants him back in the Labour Party and mn- 
ning as its official candidate. 

Jasper almost rivalled the SWP in his con¬ 
tempt of any criticism. Constantly shaking his 
head, laughing out loud or just stretching his 
arms skywards, whenever anyone dared 
question the official bid. In his contribution, 
he assured the meeting that “we have a great 
appetite to host the ESP’, before he went on 
to rather tediously name all the commissions 
he is chairing, which in total “represent 3.2 
million African, Caribbean and Asian 
people” - almost as if he was speaking 
r ■ for every one of them personally. 

“We can give you the best 
infrastructure and the best ven- 
V t could wish for,” he 

later told a smaller working 
J group that was supposed to 
w find a consensus on how to 
move forward. Asked if the GLA 
owned venues that it could pro¬ 
vide for free, he boasted: “Do we 
own venues! Are you joking? We 
organise hundreds of big confer¬ 
ences every year.” Noticing that he did 
not actually answer the question, I 
asked him again a little later, to which he 
replied that the GLA “does not own 
them directly, but we just have to get on 
the phone and get the owners to spon¬ 
sor the event. No problem at all”. 

In his contribution, the SWP’s Chris 
Nineham gave a strange performance. The 
comrades normally pose left when they are 
addressing the European audience. Not this 
time: “I can understand the impatience of the 
radicals in the movement. But we need to be 
serious. We need to learn how to work to¬ 
gether,” he said, visibly amusing the other par¬ 
ticipants. Most seemed to clearly remember 


the SWP’s antics at last year’s ESF, where the 
comrades waved ‘F**k capitalism’ placards 
and constantly shouted ‘One solution - revo¬ 
lution’ - undoubtedly their version of being 
“serious”. 

The rest of the revolutionary left in Britain 
unfortunately have been content to remain 
on the sidelines. Four comrades from Work¬ 
ers Power sat in the last row throughout the 
meeting, chatting to each other and not inter¬ 
vening once. “It’s gonna come to London, 
and the SWP will run it in an undemocratic 
fashion an 3 way, so why bother?” one young 
comrade told us. Fighting talk. Meanwhile, 
the Alliance for Workers’ Liberty had organ¬ 
ised a meeting “with international support¬ 
ers”, which took place at the same time as the 
ESF assembly at the other end of Paris. They 
did not even send along an observer. 

Unfortunately the SWP’s control-freakery 
and determination to bring on board respect¬ 
able bodies seem to have had the effect of 
alienating some of them. Previously, organi¬ 
sations quoted as officially supporting the 
official bid included the Communication 
Workers Union, the National Union of Jour¬ 
nalists, the international committee of Uni¬ 
son and the London branch of RMT In a 
paper distributed by the SWP’s Chris 
Nineham on November 10, these trade un¬ 
ions have magically vanished. Only the 
South East Region TUG is mentioned. It 
looks like the comrades were a little quick in 
claiming their support. 

The Lx)ndon region of the RMT is not too 
pleased that its name has been used by the 
SWP. Secretary Oliver New has issued an 
open letter to the official bidders, in which he 
makes clear that “we have not really dis¬ 
cussed the London bid, let alone had any 
input into any debate on how such a bid 
should be structured and organised. We do 
not want to be quoted or used to support any 
position that we are not familiar with. Our 
support for the ESF rests on the fact that it is 
open and involves workers, campaigners and 
activists from across a wide spectrum.” The 
letter concludes that “there is a tendency for 
enthusiastic left currents to put their own in¬ 
terpretations on union positions, which can 
draw a reaction from us, so forgive this email 
if we have misunderstood the situation”. 

Others have expressed themselves simi¬ 
larly. Hannah Griffiths from Friends of the 
Earth sent me an email in which she writes: 
“As you know, we do not support the bid, as 
it was done in too much of a msh.” Oxfam, an 
often-quoted old favourite in the SWP’s list 
of ESF supporters, is not mentioned on the 
paper that was handed out in Paris either. 

However, that is now behind us. We in Brit¬ 
ain have a duty and every interest in building 
the ESF in 2004 as a wide democratic space 
open to aU progressive voices. That will mean 
trying to overcome fears of SWP domination 
and manipulation and seeking to draw in the 
input of NGOs, trade unions, small autono¬ 
mist protest groups, leftwing organisations 
... everyone who wants to see a better Europe. 

In that way ESF 2004 can have a huge im¬ 
pact on Britain and help in the process of co¬ 
hering and organising a viable mass 
opposition to New Labour and its neoliberal 
agenda • 

Tina Becker 


Europe: meeting the 
challenge of 
continental unity 



In his new book of essays Jack Conrad argues against those who 
view the European Union and the single currency with trepidation. 
The unity of capitalist Europe is our opportunity to unite the 
European working class into a single combat party - a Communist 
Party of the EU. An important step in that direction would be a 
European Socialist Alliance. 
ppl29, £5 or €8 
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EUROPEAN SOCIAL FORUM 


ESF- 


www.fse-esf.org 


BrigMbiit 

boring 


T he second European Social 
Forum now taking place in 
Paris will be a useful 
exercise for the left. An event 
where communists and socialists 
can mix wHh thousands of 
activists of a variety of political 
hues from all over Europe is an 
achievement in itself. Even as 
recently as five years ago, such a 
gathering for the sharing of 
experiences and the discussion 
of strategies on this scale would 
have been unthinkable, tt is to be 
hoped that this occasion will 
mark a deepening of pan- 
European socialist unity. 

The official ESF website is 
bright and breezy, but rather 
basic looking. If it was not for 
the ‘Forum social europeen 
2003’ logo in the corner, you 
could be forgiven for thinking 
the site was part of a GCSE 
examination web design project. 
Functionality is the name of the 
game. Well, as the old saying 
goes, you shouldn’t judge a 
book by its cover, and that 
certainly is the case for this 
website. The viewer has the 
option of reading the pages in 
one of five languages (German, 
English, Spanish, Italian and 
French) selectable from the top 
of the screen. Beneath, the main 
field bids us welcome to the ESF 
before leading off on a state¬ 
ment announcing the closure of 
registration online. 

The 12 menu Herns provide 
navigation around the sHe. The 
first of these - ‘ESF?’ - links to 
three articles. The ‘Charter of 
principles’ is that of the World 
Social Forum. Drawn up at the 
January 2001WSF meeting in 
Porto Alegre, Brazil, it is a 
document replete with fluffy 
buzzwords and pious hopes. To 
be generous, anything more 
concrete and explicitly political 
would in all likelihood scare 
some of the NGO and anarchist 
participants off. Hence the nods 
toward decentralisation, “the 
practice of real democracy”, 
opposition to unspecified 
“totalHarian and reductionist 
views”, and the ban on parties - 
regardless of polHical character. 
(Still, this has not prevented 
organised Marxists from playing 
leading roles in the WSF move¬ 
ment - even to the absurd extent 
of endorsing the polHical party 
ban!). 

‘The European framework’ 
lists the kinds of groups the ESF 
hopes have been attracted to the 
Paris-based forum. These cover 
unions, social movements and 
various associations. Strangely 
socialist and communist organi¬ 
sations do not make the list 


under their own name. Instead, 
you could say they are subsumed 
under the Delphic category of 
“networks that promote a social 
economy based on solidarity”. 
The article goes on to give a very 
general outline of the way in 
which the second ESF is organ¬ 
ised - again peppered wHh trendy 
references to participation, 
diversity and the like. The third 
article, ‘Statement from the 
French Organising Committee’, is 
in much the same vein. 

Returning to the menu, 
‘Accommodation’ carries the 
housing options that were open 
to delegates - but registration 
for places have long been 
closed. The ‘Programme’ section 
divides the plenaries and 
seminars into a series of 
extensive columns with place, 
date, times and language 
coverage. ‘Practical information’ 
lists the four ESF locations and 
payment options for individuals, 
organisations and those who 
wish to have a stall. Other 
options here link email details 
for ESF organisers; a concise 
‘Who, what, where, when’ page 
that packs together practically 
everything ESF participants need 
to know; a useful directory of 
the hundreds of paid up organi¬ 
sations; a page of ‘official’ ESF 
mailing lists; sHe maps; and 
lastly a letter urging activists to 
bring seeds for planting around 
the town of Saint-Denis. 

‘Around the ESF’ carries a 
small piece on local forums and 
a short list of contact details for 
those operating in France. ‘The 
assembly of social movements’ 
article is yet another Noddy’s 
guide to what the 2003 ESF will 
be about. Ditto for the ‘European 
assembly for women’s rights’. 
The remainder of the menu 
consists of transport informa¬ 
tion, volunteering details, more 
on the ESF preparatory process, 
press contacts and releases, 
and pages that will eventually 
carry written summaries of 
sessions and seminars. 

If the promotion of the ESF is 
the aim of this sHe, the basic 
design and deadly dull articles 
are more suHed to a moribund 
sect than a dynamic and diverse 
movement. While providing the 
essential nuts and bolts, H needs 
media feeds, a better design, 
forums, a proper FAQ, more 
resources and genuinely 
irrteresting articles. Out of the 
weaHh of talent available to the 
organisers, surely there must be 
web designers able to come up 
wHh a design more worthy of the 
movement • 

Phil Hamilton 



End the left’s 


Tina Becker highlights the main issues facing the ESF in Paris 


O ur second European Social 
Forum is a great opportu¬ 
nity fer the left in Europe. 
We have achieved a lot in 
the last two years. The international 
anti-war demonstrations on Febru¬ 
ary 15 were organised by groups 
involved in the ESF movement. A 
string of international networks 
have been established. And the 
present generation of communists 
and socialists in Europe have at last 
got to know each other. 

But much more is needed if we 
want to overcome the left’s debilitat¬ 
ing division along national lines. 
Then the ESF movement could start 
to effectively challenge the Euro¬ 
pean Union of bankers, bosses and 
bureaucrats. It could then help 
transform the working class in 
Europe into a conscious, internation¬ 
alist class - a class that not only 
fights fer its own vital interests, but 
for those of humanity as a whole. 
But will H? 

Our enemies are uniting against 
us. The ruling classes of Europe are 
turning the EU into a superstate, 
complete wHh its own flag, currency 
and perhaps in the not too distant 
future an army. They are debating 


an EU constHution and more and 
more functions of individual states 
are being taken on by the EU. 

So how are the existing organisa¬ 
tions of the working class respond¬ 
ing? So far all have failed the tesL 
There is next to no coordination 
across Europe: only hopeless 
attempts to produce clones from the 
parental confessional sect - a 
mockery of genuine international¬ 
ism. 

In this respect, the ESF is a step 
forward. Its preparatory meetings 
have already drawn together the 
serious organisations of the left 
across Europe. There were hardly 
any NGOs present, and no environ¬ 
mentalists, no anarchists. The 
organisation for the event is all 
down to Europe’s revolutionary 
groups - in the main Italy’s Rifon- 
dazione Comunista, but also the 
Communist Party of France and the 
Ligue Communiste Revolutionnaire - 
aHhough both of them are hiding 
behind the lobby group Attac (see 
below). The ESF has also attracted a 
range of trade unions, many of 
whom have officially affiliated. 

This is a start, but it is not 
enough. In its current manifesta¬ 


tion, the ESF is neither fish nor fowl 
- it unites revolutionary organisa¬ 
tions, but discusses mainly sub- 
reformist ideas. It helps organise 
tremendous anti-war demonstra¬ 
tions - but does not want to organ¬ 
ise the European left on a far 
higher level. It wants to challenge 
the European Union - but does not 
want to even talk about the 
possibility of fielding joint candi¬ 
dates in the European elections. 

As a matter of urgency we need 
to start to work towards a Socialist 
Alliance of the European Union as a 
step towards a Communist Party of 
the EU. n has yet to be seen if the 
ESF will be part of this long overdue 
process. 

The unHy of Europe is-even 
under capitalism - progressive. To 
say this is not to fester illusions in 
Blair, Berlusconi or Prod! - they 
irrtend to create a bureaucratic, 
undemocratic Europe in the irrter 
ests of capital. We, on the contrary, 
fight fer extreme democracy and 
the greatest influence of the 
working class upon every aspect of 
theEU. 

A unHed Europe brings the 
working class together, objectively 


Why Attac tries to apply 



U nder the leadership of the French 
organising committee, the ESF 
has made a sharp turn to the right. 
In the last 12 months, the comrades have 
proposed and fought for a number of 
policies aimed at slowing down the proc¬ 
ess. The lobby group Attac has been in¬ 
strumental in pushing through almost all 
of them: 

• They were calling for the period be¬ 
tween ESFs to be extended and want the 
forums to be “less gigantic”. 

• They have argued against holding a 
united political demonstration at the end 
of this year’s ESF. Instead, they want two 
small ‘carnivals’. 

• They vehemently opposed the forma¬ 
tion of the anti-war network that built the 
worldwide demonstrations on Febmary 
15. They have also argued against the 
setting up of other theme-based net¬ 
works across Europe. 

• In a number of anti-war statements they 
have rejected calls for “militant action” 
against the Iraq war. Instead they 
pushed through state¬ 
ments that appealed 
to the United Na¬ 
tions to sort 
things out. 

• The comrades 
are to the fore in 
keeping 
the ban 


on parties in place - even though many 
of the most active people on the organ¬ 
ising committee are members of the So¬ 
cialist Party, PCF or LCR (they are usually 
Attac members too). Erance is the only 
country with a real workers’ movement 
that bans political parties from openly 
participating in the social forum. Greece, 
Italy and Spain aU recognise the need to 
openly engage with parties. 

To understand why the French be¬ 
have in the way they do, one needs to 
examine the Attac phenomenon a little 
more closely. The organisation was 
founded four years ago by the radical 
intellectual, Bernard Cassen, in order to 
give organisational form to the growing 
anti-capitalist mood in France. The ex¬ 
isting political parties of the reformist and 
revolutionary left (Socialist Party, PCF, 
LCR and Lutte Ouvriere) had not been 
able to change their bureaucratic and 
often sectarian ways of working suffi¬ 
ciently to attract many newly politicised 
young people. 

All of these parties (apart from LO) are 
now heavily involved in Attac - though 
officially political parties are banned from 
participating. What sounds problematic 
is in fact an ideal situation for those 
groups: they aim to use Attac as a trans¬ 
mission belt from the amorphous ‘anti¬ 
capitalist movement’ into their own 
organisations. 

Initially Attac only cam¬ 
paigned for the in- 



Pierre Khatfa: different 


troduction of the Tobin tax, a levy on 
share dealings. Soon it expanded its 
sphere of activity to anti-privatisation 
and anti-Gats campaigns. Today it claims 
90,000 members in 50 countries, describ¬ 
ing itself as “the international movement 
for democratic control of financial mar¬ 
kets and their institutions”. The main 
graphic on the Attac website is a world 
made up of bar-codes, covered by a big 
yellow sticking plaster. This really does 
sum up Attac’s politics: it does not want 
to radically change society, it merely 
wants to patch things up: ie, make capi¬ 
talism less destmctive. 

Needless to say, the group is against 
the European Union, because it “op¬ 
poses any new abandonment of na¬ 
tional sovereignty on the pretext of the 
‘rights’ of investors and merchants”. It 
clings to the notion that we should de¬ 
fend existing nation-states against en- 
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and - if we revolutionaries do our 
work properly - subjectively through 
a common political programme. 
Capitalism creates its own grave¬ 
digger in the form of the proletariat. 
European integration also creates a 
hugely powerful potential enemy 
for capital - the working class 
organised into a revolutionary party 
across Europe. Our job is to cement 
a united core capable of making 
that a reality. 

A Socialist Alliance of the 
European Union could unite us all on 
a higher organisational level. 
Despite the current grave problems 
of the Socialist Alliance in England 
and Wales, the SA has demonstrated 
that groups with very different 
political backgrounds can work 
closely together. Democrat^, 
transparency and the right to publish 
minority viewpoints are crucial for 
this. Unfortunately, there will again 
be no official Socialist Alliance 
presence at the forums in Paris. 

If the ESF and the project of 
European left unity are to succeed, 
a bold lead is called for. At present, 
there are few organisations that 
have the influence, cadre and 
political strength to spark the 


process of left unity. Comrades in 
Rifondazione Comunista have 
shown that they take the question 
seriously, but more is needed: 

•A democratically elected and 
accountable leadership of the ESF 
that can take decisions and act. All 
meetings at all levels to be open to 
observers. 

• No ban on political parties. For the 
open clash of ideas in front of the 
whole movement. 

• An end to the ‘consensus princi¬ 
ple’. It is undemocratic, inflexible 
and bolds us back. For the right of 
the majority to decide. 

•Structures that allow us to debate 
a joint programme to challenge the 
Europe of capital and its bureau¬ 
crats, as well as our own national 
ruling classes. 

•The recognition that coordinating 
our campaigns and activities is not 
just a nice idea, but vital. We need 
continent-wide campaigns, strikes 
and demonstrations against cuts, 
privatisations, war and all attacks 
on our class and the democratic 
rights it has won. 

• Urgent, public debate on a joint 
programme for the EU parliamen¬ 
tary elections in 2004 • 


brakes 



Sophie Zafari: politics 


croachments by the nasty EU. Similarly, 
what is missing from Attac’s platform 
(as from that of most other European 
sociahst groups) is a vision of a united, 
strong European working class move¬ 
ment that could build its own, social, Eu¬ 
rope. 

Instead, Attac limits itself to lobbying 
and does not actively engage in pohtics. 
In the French presidential and parliamen¬ 
tary elections in 2003 it did not call for a 
vote for any of the candidates or parties. 
This shows just how fragile and impo¬ 
tent the organisation actually is. Because 
so many pohtical parties are involved, it 
would blow the organisation apart if 
Attac officially called for a vote for any 
of them. This is of course not serious 
politics and does not make for a stable 
group that can give a lead. Now that the 
LCR and LO have announced that they 
are going to stand together in the 2004 


European and regional elections, in op¬ 
position to the PCF and Socialist Party, 
the contradictions within Attac will be 
increased further. 

The trade unions assert another kind 
of pressure on Attac - for example, in the 
discussion around the setting up of long 
overdue international networks that 
could take decisive action. Pierre Khalfa, 
official representative of Attac France 
(and a member of the LCR), stated in an 
ESF assembly meeting in April that there 
were “some organisations involved in 
the ESF process that do not want to be 
part of the social movements” and are 
therefore against the building of net¬ 
works. Apparently, those organisations 
want to come to the ESF and sponsor it, 
but they do not want to build effective 
European-wide organisations that could 
strengthen our forces. Later, it was ad¬ 
mitted that the comrade was referring to 
“a number of trade unions”, which have 
remained unnamed. 

More likely, a number of trade union 
bureaucrats seem to be able to exercise 
a certain amount of pressure on the com¬ 
mittee. The PCF in particular has very 
close links with the largest French trade 
union centre, the CGT The CGT bureau¬ 
crats back the parties of the ‘pluralist left’ 
and hope that the next SP-PCF adminis¬ 
tration will be more open to their pres¬ 
sure. They are not interested in building 
a strong, European-wide movement 
from below that could take united pohti¬ 
cal action against the various national 
governments. 

It must be said that the two most promi¬ 
nent members of the French mobilising 
committee, Pierre Khalfa and Sophie 
Zafari, have rather different pohtics from 
the majority of their fellow members of 
Attac on the committee. Although com¬ 
rade Zafari is officially a representative 
of the CGT, she, like comrade Khalfa, is a 
member of the LCR. To what extent their 
pohtics have been compromised by hav¬ 
ing to front for the Attac-dominated 
mobilising committee is another 
question • 



Preparatoiy meeting: left in charge 


Overturn party ban 


T he participation of pohtical parties 
has become one of the most con¬ 
troversial issues within the ESF. 
The current ban goes back to a ruling 
by the international council of the World 
Social Forum and has since been de¬ 
fended mostly by... pohtical parties. 

The international council was set up 
after the first WSFinJanuary 2001 inBra- 
zil and has taken the lead in establishing 
regional bodies like the European Social 
Fomm. Its composition is a htde arbitrary, 
to say the least. The secretariat is domi¬ 
nated by the Brazilian Workers Party. It 
consists of eight Brazihan comrades, who 
have taken it upon themselves to appoint 
68 further council members. None of the 
76 have been elected at any time. Nor are 
they accountable to anybody. 

But that has not stopped them pro¬ 
ducing the ‘Charter of principles’, which 
everybody who wants to take part in any 
social forum anywhere in the world must 
abide by. The international council has 
also ruled that the regional fomms can¬ 
not make any real decisions, produce 
any documents or take any action. That 
is why the international anti-war demon¬ 
strations on Febmary 15 2003 could not 
be called by the ESF - although in reahty 
they were planned and organised dur¬ 
ing ESF meetings. 

The charter also states that political 
parties cannot take part in the ESF - no 
distinction is made between revolution¬ 
ary communist organisations on the one 
hand and on the other hand Tony Blair’s 
Labour Party or Burma’s military dicta¬ 
torship: “Neither party representations 
nor military organisations shall partici¬ 
pate in the fomm. Government leaders 
and members of legislatures who accept 
the commitments of this charter may be 
invited to participate in a personal capac¬ 
ity.” That means in practice that the 
CPGB has been unable to organise a 
seminar or send an official speaker to any 
of the forums. 

This is of course daft if one considers 
the role of socialist and communist par¬ 
ties across Europe. They are at the heart 
of organising the anti-capitalist senti¬ 
ment, especially in France, Spain and 
Italy. The foundations for the ESF were 
laid by the huge demonstrations of 
Genoa and Rome. The first ESF in 2002 
took place in Florence, precisely because 
the Italian workers’ movement is so 
highly organised and political and has 
produced Rifondazione Comunista. This 
year’s gathering takes place in France, 
because of the historic strength of the 
Communist Party of France (PCF), the 
Ligue Communiste Revolutionnaire and 
Lutte Ouvriere (although LO is stupidly 
boycotting the ESF as a “non-revolu¬ 
tionary” event). 

It has been argued that the ban is nec¬ 
essary to safeguard the forums from par¬ 
ties that are or were part of neoliberal 


governments and who without a doubt 
are interested in infiltrating and neutral¬ 
ising the movement. In reality, those 
parties are not just among us - they of¬ 
ten lead the social movements in their 
countries. 

• The Workers Party of Brazil (PT) set 
up the World Social Forum, but, now that 
is in government, it works hand in glove 
with the International Monetary Fund. 

• The Communist Party of France (PCF), 
which, together with the Ligue Commu¬ 
niste Revolutionnaire, forms the back¬ 
bone of this year’s ESF, was part of the 
Socialist Party-led government of Lionel 
Jospin that attempted to force through 
a programme of cuts and closures. 

• The former ‘official communist’ Demo¬ 
cratic Left (DS), along with Rifondazione 
Comunista, helped run last year’s ESF 
in Italy. But the DS headed the Ohve Tree 
coalition that was responsible for 
swingeing attacks on the working class 
when in government. 

• The Party of Democratic Socialism in 
Germany has thrown its lot in with the 
German branch of Attac - and, since 
being part of the government in Berlin 
and Mecklenburg-Vorpommern, has 
sacked thousands of civil servants, ig¬ 
noring trade union agreements in the 
process. 

The list is long. All of the above are 
playing leading roles in the local, national 
and international social forums. As 
Elisabeth Gauthier, a member of the 
French organising committee, said in an 
interview with the Weekly Worker, “We 
will only be able to organise the ESF 2003 
in Paris because local and city govern¬ 
ments have agreed to let us use public 
areas and meeting halls. The mayor of 
Paris is a member of the Sociahst Party, 
while the other three localities where 
there wiU be ESF meetings have Commu¬ 
nist Party mayors. We do need their fi¬ 
nancial and administrative support” 
(Weekly Worker July 24). 

Reahty shows that the WSF formula¬ 
tion will not protect us from the right. 
Quite the opposite: it actually makes it 
easier for social democratic organisations 
to infiltrate. It would be much better to 
confront these parties openly and chal¬ 
lenge their pohtics in Paris in front of the 
movement. Participate they will in any 
case - surely it would be preferable for 
the movement to know where and who 
they are. 

People are not stupid. If somebody 
does not want to be ‘exposed’ to the 
pohtics of the French Communist Party 
or the PDS there is one easy solution - 
do not go to their meetings. That only 
works of course if we know who is a 
member of which party. Banning parties 
serves only to obscure and confuse. 

Bigger parties have no problem in get¬ 
ting their message across - even if they 
do not appear officiahy in the programme. 


The Brazihan PT comrades have effec¬ 
tively been running the WSF. They fi¬ 
nanced and organised it - and were able 
to use the forum for their own pohtical 
purposes, like the election of Lula for 
president. In France, the PCF and the 
LCR are miming the show, and helping 
to build Attac in the process. In Italy, 
Tuscany and the city of Florence both 
have centre-left governments, and the 
DS donated hundreds of thousands of 
euros to the miming of last year’s ESF. 
All these parties hide their affiliation 
within the social forums and pretend that 
they are simply ‘part of the movement’. 

It is the smaller communist and social¬ 
ist organisations that have in fact actu¬ 
ally been excluded from the ESF. They 
have to hide behind NGOs or other non- 
party formations in order to be able to 
participate. In reality, this simply encour¬ 
ages and rewards dishonesty. Socialist 
Worker Party comrades from Britain iden¬ 
tify themselves only as Globahse Resist¬ 
ance. There are to be a number of SWP 
speakers on various platforms and doz¬ 
ens of members of the LCR and PCF are 
booked for seminars and conferences - 
not, however, under the names of their 
organisations. 

Unfortunately, Rifondazione Comu¬ 
nista (PRC) has also been infected by the 
anti-party bug. For months, it did not criti¬ 
cise the ‘no political parties’ formulation 
at all and has actually been instrumental 
in defending it, although the PRC’s mo¬ 
tivation is undoubtedly different from 
the DS’s or PT’s. Perhaps the comrades 
are taking their policy of being ‘contami¬ 
nated’ by the movement too far. For ex¬ 
ample, Alfio Nicotra, a leading member 
of Rifondazione, stated in one of the pre¬ 
paratory meetings for the ESF that “any 
pohtical party that is integral to the move¬ 
ment would have no interest in promot¬ 
ing itself - only the movement”. 

While preparing the first ESF, com¬ 
rades on the Italian organising commit¬ 
tee actively supported the ban on parties 
- although many of them were members 
of Rifondazione or the DS themselves. 
Only after months of intensive and heated 
debates at the international ESF assem- 
bhes did they change their position. The 
compromise, agreed with the World So¬ 
cial Forum in 2002: pohtical parties are 
allowed to participate, but they can or¬ 
ganise workshops only. But the work¬ 
shops themselves were sidelined in 
Florence and it looks as though they are 
not being hsted in this year’s official pro¬ 
gramme. 

The Social Forum offers an historic 
chance to unite the left on a global scale. 
But we need to learn from our past: with¬ 
out democratic and open decision-mak¬ 
ing at all levels the project will not 
survive. It is clearly impossible to keep 
pohtical parties out of the process of re¬ 
making the left • 
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DRAFT CONSnniTION 



United States of Europe 


V alery Giscard d’Estaing unveiled 
the final draft of the proposed con¬ 
stitution of the European Union on 
July 10. Since then the 15 member 
and 10 candidate governments have been 
locked in often fraught and difficult negotia¬ 
tions. Many doubt that they will be able to 
reach agreement by the December deadline. 
The EU presidency then passes from Italy to 
Ireland - from a government which broadly 
favours the draft to one which holds reser¬ 
vations. 

Even if an agreement can be cobbled to¬ 
gether, there are other hurdles to cross. Not 
only is it necessary to get the European and 
national parhaments to vote for it: most coun¬ 
tries will have to submit the constitution to a 
referendum. Despite the noisy agitation from 
the Tory opposition - sudden converts to 
referendums - Tony Blair has consistently re¬ 
jected all such demands for Britain. Moreo¬ 
ver, worried by his incipient spht over Europe 
with chancellor Gordon Brown, and the bad 
example it would give the British people, his 
diplomats have actually been urging French 
president Jacques Chirac not to hold a refer¬ 
endum. It would be “unhelpful”, say govern¬ 
ment sources {The Sunday Telegraph 
November 9). 

The Giscard d’Estaing draft offers nothing 
startling or radical. When boiled down, his 
constitution represents little more than a sys- 
temisation of existing European treaties. There 
are though four main areas of controversy. 
The national veto is to be hmited (either that 
or the expansion to 25 members in 2004, threat¬ 
ens to wreak havoc); the European parliament 
is to be granted a modest increase in powers; 
there is to be an EU foreign minister; and the 
number of commissioners is to be cut, thus 
depriving smaller countries of an automatic 
seat on the commission. 

Naturally little-British nationahsts - of the 
left as well as the right variety - object to the 
draft virtually as a matter of principle. They 
loath everything European, fear any further 
loss of sovereignty and want to keep the 
pound in perpetuity. Revolutionary socialists 
and communists would, of course, make a big 
pohtical mistake if they merely echoed the ob¬ 
jections of the nationalists. Our movement 
also surrenders its political independence 
whenever it indulges in the sterile pohtics of 
automatically saying ‘no’ when the incum¬ 
bent government says ‘yes’. Socialism re¬ 
quires its own positive programme. 

The Giscard d’Estaing draft must be care¬ 
fully studied. That the “second line of dis¬ 
cussions” at the European Socialist Forum 
in Paris is devoted to “citizens rights” and “an 
analysis” of the EU constitution is to be 
warmly welcomed. Dismissing the EU as a 
“bosses’ club” and posing an abstract United 
Socialist States of Europe, as it too often the 
case on the left in Britain, takes us not a cen¬ 
timetre forward. If the working class is ever to 
reahse the goal of sociahsm in Europe, or any¬ 
where else, it is vital to actively intervene and 
take a lead in the battle for democracy under 
capitalism. Without that socialism is impos¬ 
sible. Where Giscard d’Estaing has presented 
a cribbed and cramped, quasi-democratic EU, 
the left is duty-bound to develop our alterna¬ 
tive vision of a united Europe in which de¬ 
mocracy is greatly expanded and filled with a 
definite social content. 

In terms of method, scale, ambition and 
probable consequences the only parallel to 
the EU under capitalism is the formation of 
the United States of America in 1787 out of 
the loose confederation of 13 states which 
emerged victorious from the revolutionary 
war against the British crown. Giscard 
d’Estaing has himself compared his work to 
that of the founding fathers of the US, and 
the expectation - especially in Erance and 
Germany - is that the EU will over the next 10 
to 20 years emerge as a superstate of some 
kind. 

Yet compared to the US in the 18th cen¬ 
tury, European unity has evolved thus far at 
a much more cautious and protracted - and 
for our rulers an altogether safer - pace. There 
has been no great wave of liberation nor the 


voluntary coming together of risen peoples. 28 states - but have far outstripped the US in 
Nevertheless European integration, though terms of GDR Streamlining this huge pohti- 
piecemeal and only quasi-democratic, has cal-economic bloc and putting it under cen- 
gone a long way since the 1957 Treaty of tralised direction brings the possibility of the 
Rome. The customs union - bom of the terri- EU playing a determining global role and 
ble slaughter and mutual destruction of thereby gorging itself on the whole planet’s 
World War II and then the cold war system human and natural resources as the imperial- 
which divided the continent - has become an ist top dog. 

economic giant embracing 380 million peo- Meanwhile mihtarily and politically the EU 

pie. punches far below its economic weight. It 

The aim of the EU’s ‘core’ bureaucrats and resembles something like the 13 confederated 
politicians is clear. Wim Duisenberg, the first American states before 1787 - the parts are 
president of the European Central Bank, says more important than the whole. The EU is a 
economic and monetary union “is, and was bickering amalgam of unevenly developed 
always, a stepping stone on the way to a states. But the grain of development is not 
united Europe”. Germany’s Joschka Fischer hard to discern: wider, in the form of the 10 
is also of the opinion that there must be a new members, who will formally join in May 
“translation from a union of states to a fed- 2004 (Poland, Hungary, Slovakia, the Czech 
eration”. The Bundesbank issued statements Republic, etc); deeper, in the form of enhanced 
in 1990 and 1992, arguing that monetary un- politico-legal institutions. The EU already has 
ion had of necessity to be followed by pohti- the European Central Bank and the euro, a 
cal union. Otmar Issing, the chief economist council of ministers, the European Commis- 
of the ECB, notes: “There is no example in sion, an elected parliament and a European 
history of a lasting monetary union that was Court of Justice. But how wide and how deep? 
not linked to one state” (quotes from A Brown That essentially is the question. 

The euro: should Britain join? Cambridge Negotiations over the Giscard d’Estaing 
2001,pp73-74). constitution have brought to the surface all 

Through presiding over the process of the latent divisions that still characterise and 

Valeiy Giscard unification, the EU bureaucracy is confident hold back capitalist Europe. Britain, Italy, Spain 

d’Estaing: that by 2010 Europe will not only possess an and much of the “new Europe” to the east 

cramped expanded membership - possibly a total of favour an Atlanticist foreign policy. Blair 



wants Britain to have one foot in Europe and 
the other in the US alliance. By contrast, “old 
Europe” - crucially Germany and Erance - 
wants to distance Europe from US 
hyperpower, not least over Iraq. They envis¬ 
age the EU counterbalancing the US and 
operating independently of it - a strategy also 
pursued by Jacques Nikonoff, president of 
Attac Erance, and Bernard Cassen, its 
honoury president. 

The division between the “old European” 
federalists and the Altanticist confederalists 
manifests itself over moves to create an armed 
wing of the EU. The 60,000-strong rapid re¬ 
action force is seen as a potential alternative 
to Nato by both sides. The Altanticists warn 
of the danger of detachment from the US and 
therefore try to keep things as inoffensive 
and ineffective as possible. Nevertheless 
Giscard d’Estaing’s draft includes a “common 
foreign and security policy” (article 15) and 
there has been much ostentatious talk within 
federalist circles of instituting an EU under¬ 
taking of common defence “similar to Nato’s 
article five”, as well as an “agency for joint 
arms procurement and research”. 

There is another battle. The big four - Brit¬ 
ain, Germany, Erance, Italy - and their alhes in 
Luxembourg, Denmark and Belgium (feder¬ 
alists), are generally happy with Giscard 
d’Estaing’s draft constitution. However, oth¬ 
ers are decidedly unhappy about the pros¬ 
pect of limiting the national veto and not 
having an EU commissioner. Spain and Po¬ 
land (medium-sized EU countries) are particu¬ 
larly aggrieved and have dug their heels in 
over the issue. 

Then there is the matter of rehgion - origi¬ 
nally mooted by former Irish prime minister 
John Bruton. Italy, Spain, Slovakia and Po¬ 
land are demanding “god” and “Christian 
values” be included in the constitution’s pre¬ 
amble. Poland’s cardinal Joseph Glemp is 
quoted as favouring Europe ... “but only with 
god”. Eundamentalist jewish, muslim and 
protestant faith groups have likewise de¬ 
manded mention of the positive role of reli¬ 
gious values. This has been opposed, in 
particular by France, which has a long secu¬ 
lar tradition dating back to 1789. 

The European constitution is designed to 
inspire supranational loyalty. Giscard 
d’Estaing’s preamble is drawn in part from the 
French Revolution’s ‘Rights of man’ and the 
US declaration of independence. There are 
plenty of fine words about “human dignity”, 
“the rule of law”, “tolerance” and “fundamen¬ 
tal rights” (part 11). The EU is described as a 
“union of European states which, while re¬ 
taining their national identities, closely coor¬ 
dinate their policies at the European level, and 
administer certain common competencies on 
a federal basis” (title III, article 9). He pro¬ 
poses a system of dual citizenship - home 
country and EU (title n, article 8). The draft 
constitution also contains mention of the 
possibihty of “voluntary withdrawal” from the 
EU (article 59). An innovation. Till now there 
are no provisions for opting out. 

Naturally the little-British, anti-EU press 
has vented its full fury against the Giscard 
d’Estaing draft. The Times condemned it as 
federalist to the core and thundered that it 
“severely circumscribes the meaning of state¬ 
hood”. The Daily Telegraph warns that the 
government will swallow too many of Giscard 
d’Estaing’s proposals: “The danger is that 
Blair, like his predecessors, will go along with 
the bad in the hope of retaining influence on 
the continent.” True to form, the Daily Ex¬ 
press wrote of a “slippery slope - leading to 
Britain becoming part of a federal republic”. 
The Daily Mail gave the parliamentary Tory 
Party’s representative on the constitutional 
convention which debated the Giscard 
d’Estaing draft, David Heathcote-Amory, a 
full page to paint his nightmarish vision of 
the EU’s future. Britain is a mere member of 
United Europe - worse, the BBC becomes the 
“European Broadcasting Organisation”, in¬ 
come tax is set at 70% and kilometres are used 
on motorway signs - “miles are just a distant 
memory” (all quotes from October 29 2002). 

Hyperbole and lurid chauvinism aside, it 
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is clear as day that the anti-EU press are right. 
British sovereignty and independence are 
being steadily eroded. But what history poses 
is not some atavistic harking back to some 
golden age. The British empire can never re¬ 
turn. Nor can British independence. The idea 
of national autonomy is anyway a complete 
myth. All countries - even the mighty US - 
have relations of mutual interdependence. 
Certainly Britain cannot operate effectively 
in the world alone. Nor can Germany, France, 
Italy or the other EU countries. But together 
they can hope to compete with and rival the 
US and Japan. 

The real question before us is what sort of 
EU? Is the EU to evolve into a quasi-demo- 
cratic superstate, as proposed by Giscard 
d’Estaing? Or can those below pursue their 
own agenda and create an EU which embod¬ 
ies extreme democracy? 

Whether European unity is to be federal 
or confederal, at present it is not being 
brought about under the direct or indirect 
impact of working class self-activity - as en¬ 
visaged by Marxists such as Fredrick Engels, 
Karl Kautsky and Leon Trotsky. EU unity is 
proceeding fitfully through a whole series of 
tortuous, behind-the-scenes compromises 
and makeshift deals, hatched between mem¬ 
ber-governments - all presided over by an 
unelected EU bureaucratic elite. 

Indeed there can be no doubt that the 
whole project is moving according to the 
rhythm, requirements and restrictions im¬ 
posed by capital. So the working class has 
no reason whatsoever to endorse, applaud 
or join with either the EU federalists or the 
Atlanticists who stubbornly defend state 
rights and call for a looser confederation. 

Capitalism is attempting to organise Europe 
into a blood bank - a huge source of surplus 
value, ever ready to meet its vampirish needs. 
Giscard d’Estaing’s draft contains a veritable 
paean of praise for the market and the virtues 
of competition (title Vn, chapters I and II). 
However, capitalist Europe must, and will, call 
forth a working class alternative. The work¬ 
ing class has never been simply a passive 
victim. The power of capital has always been 
confronted by the power of labour. 

Moreover, our class is ascendant. History 
is on our side. After World War n capital could 
only maintain itself through a far-reaching 
historic compromise - the social democratic 
state. And with each year that passes capi¬ 
talism becomes ever more impossible and 
riven with contradictions. Hence, whereas 
Giscard d’Estaing and the EU governments 
are proposing half-democratic measures and 
palliatives, we require our alternative that can 
help create the objective and subjective con¬ 
ditions for the epochal transition from capi¬ 
talism to communism. 

Communists wish in general to bring about 
the closest voluntary unity of peoples - and 
in the biggest state units at that. All the bet¬ 
ter to conduct the struggle of class against 
class and prepare the wide ground needed 
for socialism. Hence our formulation, ‘To the 
extent that the European Union becomes a 
state, then that necessitates EU-wide trade 
unions and a Communist Party of the EU” 
(‘What we fight for’). 

That explains why we are far from indif¬ 
ferent about the EU draft constitution and 
the bureaucratic-bourgeois project of uni¬ 
fying Europe. The call from left-nationalist 
reformists, ‘official communists’ and various 
Trotskyites and sub-Trotskyites to pull the 
UK out of the EU because it is a “bosses’ 
club”, or because it is not “socialisf’, is a 
blundering mix of political illiteracy and in¬ 
tellectual bankruptcy. One might just as well 
suggest pulling the working class out of 
Britain. 

In the 18th and 19th centuries there were, 
of course, those Utopians who argued that 
communists should have nothing to do with 
bourgeois society. It was by definition a capi¬ 
talist or “bosses’ club”. They established 
colonies in the Americas, which would prac¬ 
tise equality and fraternity. Suffice to say, they 
were ill-fated. All failed. And not surprisingly 
Marxism has consistently criticised such 


schemas. The utopian communists’ denun¬ 
ciation of capitalism provided wonderful 
ammunition. However, opting out of the 
struggle within capitalism was attacked as 
tantamount to desertion. 

Capitahsm and the capitalist state as it his¬ 
torically presents itself in the here and now is 
where the socialist-communist project starts. 
The journey begins not with the destination, 
but the first step. So we begin with the capi¬ 
talist EU. There can be doubt that European 
integration, through the Maastricht and 
Amsterdam treaties, is, as the Socialist Work¬ 
ers Party-International Sociahst Group major¬ 
ity wing of the Socialist Alliance state, the 
“central project of the European employers”. 
Nor can it be denied that the EU is an “anti¬ 
working class projecf ’ aimed at increasing the 
exploitation of European workers in order that 
European capital can “compete more effec¬ 
tively in world markets”. The EU “bosses’ 
club” aims to “maximise job flexibility” and 
“increase the power of the bosses in the 
workplace”. To that end EU institutions have 
been made as “undemocratic” as possible, 
with an “unaccountable” ECB, etc (quotes 
from SWP-ISG motion to October 12 2002 
Socialist Alliance conference on the euro). 

Of course, from these elementary - and 
uncontroversial observations - it is quite per¬ 
verse to claim that in Britain a ‘no’ referen¬ 
dum vote on the euro follows. Naturally, 
being sincere sociahsts, the SWP-ISG major¬ 
ity in the SA say their campaign will shun 
xenophobes and chauvinists and promote 
demands such as ‘For a workers’ Europe, not 
a bosses’ Europe’ and ‘No to Fortress Eu¬ 
rope’ - there was a two to one majority at the 
SA’s October conference favouring a ‘no’ 
campaign as against an active boycott. But, 
try as you might, you will find no programme 
outlining how to achieve a workers’ Europe 
other than rejecting the bosses’ Europe. There 
is no logically established linkage joining 
means to ends. Just saying ‘no’ to the euro 
and the bosses’ Europe does not lead to a 
workers’ Europe. 

We argue for a positive programme. A 
social Europe, within which the political 
power and economic interests of the broad 
masses - albeit initially under capitalism - are 
qualitatively advanced. To bring forward 
these immediate ends the following seven 
demands, specifically concerning the EU, are 
presented: 

1. For a republican United States of Europe. 
No to Giscard d’Estaing’s EU monarchical 
president. Abolish the council of ministers 
and sack the unelected commissioners. For 
a single-chamber executive and legislative 
continental congress of the peoples of Eu- 


As with last week, contributions to our 
monthly £500 fighting fund have been 
rather thin on the ground. In fact we only 
had three in total. Comrade TR from the 
North East sent in a very welcome £60 
cheque, while comrade ST gave us £10, 
as did comrade DD (who paid through our 
PayPal facility on the web). That takes us 
to a not very grand £180. An amount 
which, I have to admit, leaves us looking 
dangerously short of our overall target. 

Readers should know that because of 
the European Social Fomm in Paris, this 
week’s paper has been brought forward 
by one day. Our core editors and produc¬ 
tion staff will be travelling to Paris on 
Wednesday evening by Eurostar from 
Waterloo and taking this issue of the pa- 


rope, elected by universal suffrage and pro¬ 
portional representation. 

2. Nationalise aU banks in the EU and put the 
ECB under the direct, democratic control of 
the European congress. No to the stability 
pact and spending limits. Stop privatisation 
and so-called private finance initiatives. End 
subsidies to, and tax breaks for, big business. 
Tax income and capital. Abolish VAT. Yes to 
workers’ control over big business and the 
overall direction of the economy. Yes to a 
massive programme of house-building and 
public works. 

3. For the levelling up of wages and social 
provisions. For a maximum 35-hour week and 
a common minimum income. End aU anti-trade 
union laws. For the right to organise and the 
right to strike. For top-quality healthcare, 
housing and education, allocated according 
to need. Abolish all restrictions on abortion. 
Fight for substantive equality between men 
and women. 

4. End the Common Agricultural Pohcy. Stop 
all subsidies for big farms and the ecological 
destruction of the countryside. Nationalise 
all land. Temporary relief for small farmers. 
Green the cities. Free urban public transport. 
Create extensive wildernesses areas - forests, 
marshes, heath land - both for the preserva¬ 
tion and rehabilitation of animal and plant life 
and the enjoyment and fulfilment of the popu¬ 
lation. 

5. No to the rapid reaction force, Nato and all 
standing armies. Yes to a popular democratic 
mihtia, equipped with the most advanced and 
destructive weaponry. 

6. No to ‘Fortress Europe’. Yes to the free 
movement of people into and out of the EU. 
For citizenship and voting rights for all who 
have been resident in the EU for longer than 
six months. 

7. For the closest coordination of all working 
class forces in the EU. Promote EU-wide in¬ 
dustrial unions - eg, railways, energy, com¬ 
munications, engineering, civil service, print 
and media. For a democratic and effective EU 
Trade Union Congress. For the closest pos¬ 
sible EU Sociahst Alhance as part of the proc¬ 
ess of establishing a single, centralised, 
revolutionary party: ie, the Communist Party 
of the European Union. 

Armed with such a continental-wide pro¬ 
gramme, a social Europe - the United Social¬ 
ist States of Europe - can be realised. By 
taking the lead over every democratic short¬ 
coming, by coordinating our defensive and 
offensive activity, by building upon our 
strength and extending our room for manoeu¬ 
vre through securing far-reaching economic 
and political gains, the “bosses’ club” can 
become a workers’ club • 

Jack Conrad 


per with them. So we go to press late Tues¬ 
day night and print on Wednesday morn¬ 
ing. It is possible therefore that you might 
get the paper a tad earlier than usual. 

Though it was a very short week, I still 
thought you might be interested in last 
week’s circulation figures. Instead of do¬ 
ing our count on the stroke of Wednes¬ 
day midnight, these figures are taken on 
Tuesday at 5.30pm. Over the four days the 
paper has been up on the CPGB website 
we had 4,447 readers. Which puts us well 
down on the 10,000-plus previously reg¬ 
istered • 

Robbie Rix 

Ask for a bankers order form, 
or send cheques, payable to 
Weekly Worker 
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■Which road? 

The programmes of ‘official communism’ were designed to serve 
those in the workers’ movement who had no interest in revolu¬ 
tion, those who preferred compromise with capitalism rather than 
its destruction. 

Jack Conrad also deals with the reformist programme of Peter 
Taaffe’s group and lays the groundwork necessary for drafting 
a revolutionary programme. 

£6.95/€ll 

■ From October to August 

Articles by Jack Conrad, charting the rise and demise of the USSR 
from Stalin’s monocratic dictatorship to the twists and turns of 
Gorbachev’s perestroika and Yeltsin’s counter-coup. Through¬ 
out there is a stress on the necessity of democracy. 
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Particular attention is paid to the Bolsheviks’ anti-boycottism 
and their strategy for revolution. Vital for Socialist AUiance ac¬ 
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■ Probiems of communist organisation 

What is the correct balance between democracy and central¬ 
ism? Jack Conrad explores this thorny issue in his historically 
significant argument against a disgmntled minority who deserted 
the CPGB in 1992. 

£4.95/€7.75 

■ A pian for miners 

The Communist Party’s ‘anti-submission’ to the Tory govern¬ 
ment’s 1992 coal review. The case is made for working class self¬ 
activity and socialism. Arthur ScargiU famously disowned it. 

£1.00/€1.50 

■ Towards a Sociaiist AUiance party 

Jack Conrad’s book argues for the Sociahst Ahiance to move to 
a higher organisational and political stage. Drawing on an ex¬ 
tensive study of history, this work presents the ways and means 
of arriving at that end. 
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origins, 


probiems 


PRC 

The combativity of 
the working class in 
Italy is in part 
connected to the 
leadership offered 
by Rifondazione 
Comunista, argues 
Toby Abse, a 
supporter of 
Resistance. This 
monthly publication 
groups together the 
International 
Socialist Group- 
affiliated to the so- 
called ‘Fourth 
Intemational’ - and 
an eclectic range of 
independents who in 
general inhabit the 
right wing of the 
Socialist Alliance 


I taly has seen the most sustained 
mass mobilisations of any European 
country over the last two years - 
even if one might argue that some 
episodes in the French class struggle, 
such as the series of pubhc sector strikes 
over pensions, have been more intense 
or more prolonged. Italy, with its social 
forums and militant class struggle, 
should be at the very centre of our at¬ 
tention. We need to apply the lessons 
learned to creating a more pluralist and 
more democratic framework for the Brit¬ 
ish left. 

Italy is unique in western Europe in 
having a mass party of the radical anti- 
capitahst left in the Partita della Rifon¬ 
dazione Comunista (PRC), with its 
100,000 members and deep roots in so¬ 
ciety. In France the absence of a viable 
mass party of the radical left, which could 
act as a permanent organisational refer¬ 
ence point, explains why the class stmg- 
gle in that country has been more 
subject to ebbs and flows over the past 
couple of years, with more spontaneous 
mass movements expanding and con¬ 
tracting. The Ligue Communiste Revo- 
lutionnaire and Lutte Ouvriere are not 
mass organisations (Lutte Ouvriere does 
not even want to be one). The declining 
Parti Communiste Franqais remains a 
much more traditional communist party, 
closer to the ‘official’ Parti to dei 
Comunisti Italiani (PDCI) than to Rifon¬ 
dazione. 

The bulk of the British left only started 
taking much interest in Italy as a result 
of the demonstrations against the G8 in 
Genoa in July 2001. There is therefore a 
tendency to exaggerate the importance 
of Genoa, particularly in Socialist Work¬ 
ers Party circles, where the mass anti¬ 
capitalist demonstrations are credited 
with suddenly transforming Rifondazi¬ 
one from some rather dreary left reform¬ 
ist or semi-Stalinist outfit into a party, 
which, even if it has not understood the 
whole of the gospel according to Alex 
Callinicos, can be treated as some sort 
of fraternal organisation. 

Nevertheless it is true that Genoa did 
genuinely mark a shift in Italian pohtics 
and not just a shift in the British percep¬ 


tion. Rifondazione’s response to the 
Genoa events provoked a change in the 
party’s attitude to mass movements, with 
PRC leader Fausto Bertinotti increasingly 
taking up the notion of the ‘movement 
of movements’, and formally downplay¬ 
ing the party’s leading role in favour of 
participating in social forums. 

On the other hand the size of the 
Genoa demonstrations cannot be under¬ 
stood without reference to the earlier 
history of the Italian working class move¬ 
ment. And Rifondazione’s reaction to 
them cannot be understood without 
some reference to the earlier history of 
Rifondazione as an organisation. In 
other words the story cannot begin with 
Genoa, even if my emphasis will be on 
the period between July 2001 and the 
present. 

There is no space to go into great de¬ 
tail about the history of the Itahan work¬ 
ing class movement, from its birth in the 
1860s and 1870s, with an anarchist sec¬ 
tion of the First Intemational emerging 
out of the pre-existing repubhcan move¬ 
ment. Nevertheless, a thumbnail sketch 
is needed. The workers’ movement pre¬ 
ceded the formation of a substantial in¬ 
dustrial proletariat, and owed a lot to the 
political culture of urban artisans, land¬ 
less labourers, share croppers and so 
forth. However, the Italian Socialist Party, 
founded at Genoa in 1892, was led by the 
Milanese intellectual, Fihppo Turati, and 
other reformists, who were particularly 
influential in its parhamentary group. Its 
mass base was often, although not al¬ 
ways, further to the left, with the distinc¬ 
tion between anarchists and socialists 
often blurring at the local level. The ma¬ 
jority of its members were anti-mihtarists, 
as became very apparent during the 
Libyan war of 1911, and again during 
World War I, which Italy entered in May 
1915. 

Unlike the vast majority of Second In¬ 
temational socialist parties, the Italian 
Socialist Party never endorsed its own 
mhng class during World War I, even if 
it remained neutralist rather than revolu¬ 
tionary defeatist. The period after the 
armistice saw the 1919-20 revolutionary 
upsurge, culminating in the occupation 


of the factories in September 1920. Fas¬ 
cism rose in response to this, gaining 
power in 1922. 

The pre-fascist traditions were kept 
ahve in the major industrial centres, de¬ 
spite 20 years of dictatorship, and the 
spring of 1943 saw mass strikes against 
Mussolini. In 1944 there were the biggest 
strikes in Nazi-occupied Europe, and in 
1945 the Italian partisans liberated the 
northern cities and executed Mussolini. 

FromMarch 1944, ‘official’ communist 
leader Palmiero Togliatti did his best to 
keep this very mihtant movement within 
the straitjacket of an essentially reform¬ 
ist, ‘peaceful road’ ideology, which even¬ 
tually became the so-called Italian road 
to sociahsm. However, the leaders of the 
Communist Party (PCI) were never to¬ 
tally successful in this project. From time 
to time the base’s inclination surfaced, 
for example in the semi-insurrectionary 
general strike of July 1948, which was par¬ 
ticularly strong in Genoa, following the 
assassination attempt against Togliatti; 
and again in the July 1960 anti-fascist 
riots in Genoa. The student movement 
of 1967-68 contributed to the working 
class ‘hot autumn’ of 1969, which un¬ 
leashed a period of industrial militancy 
that did not really end until the defeat at 
Fiat in 1980. 

In the earher 1970s Italy had the larg¬ 
est revolutionary left in western Europe, 
probably about 50,000-strong. All of this 
meant that the attempt by the Togliatti 
in 1989-91 to liquidate the PCI into some 
sort of broadly social democratic organi¬ 
sation met with far more opposition than 
he imagined he would face. Obviously 
the majority of the party, particularly the 
leadership, had been social democratic 
in all but name for decades. But around 
one third of the party continued to op¬ 
pose the name change to Democratic 
Party of the Left (PDS) despite 15 months 
of debate and indeed two party con¬ 
gresses. 

Therefore, despite the attempt by 
Achihe Occhetto to keep the rank and file 
inside the newly formed PDS by oppos¬ 
ing the 1991 Gulf War - much to the dis¬ 
gust of the more consistent right-winger, 
Giorgio Napolitano, who wanted to align 


with the US military - there was a substan¬ 
tial split to the left, which formalised itself 
as the PRC in the course of 1991. 

Rifondazione never was the mono¬ 
lithic group of Stalinist nostalgics that 
its opponents try to brand it as. Its ab¬ 
sorption in June 1991 of Democrazia 
Proletaria, the last surviving far-left or¬ 
ganisation of any size in Italy, meant that 
it accepted the presence in its ranks of 
former Maoists, most of whom had 
never been in the PCI, as well as the 
Trotskyist current around Bandiera 
Rossa, which had joined Democrazia 
Proletaria a couple of years before. 

It is true that the most prominent fig¬ 
ure in Rifondazione’s early years, 
Armando Cossutta, had been the leader 
of a small, pro-Soviet current during the 
latter years of the PCI, and that Cossutta 
personally was a nostalgic who showed 
his feelings during the botched 1991 
coup against Gorbachev. However, the 
bulk of the membership, even at the be¬ 
ginning of 1991, were not supporters of 
Cossutta (‘Cossuttiani’), but followers 
of Pietro Ingrao, the PCI leader most iden¬ 
tified with the post-1968 social move¬ 
ments. Ingrao himself, who had been the 
leading opponent of the name change, 
nevertheless stayed in the PDS, until 
1993, and he never joined Rifondazione. 

This meant that an army without a gen¬ 
eral met a general without much of an 
army - Cossutta found himself at the 
head of a Communist Party whose ideal 
of communism was very different from 
his own. For example, the leading gay 
activist, Nichi Vendola, was recruited to 
Rifondazione, along with a number of 
women comrades who took feminist 
principles on issues like abortion more 
seriously than the PDS women, who 
were primarily concerned with internal 
party quotas. 

Cossutta was initially aware that he 
was not the best public face for the or¬ 
ganisation, and he promoted Sergio 
Garavini, a man with a very different 
political background, to act as the lead¬ 
ing spokesperson of the party. The two 
eventually fell out in circumstances that 
have never really been fully clarified. Ber¬ 
tinotti was not a founder member of the 


Globalise Resistance and the politics of 


G lobalise Resistance is a smallish 
organisation, initially based in 
Britain, though with imitators 
abroad. It acts as part of the broad pro¬ 
test movement that has erupted against 
‘corporatepower’ and ‘globalisation’,es¬ 
pecially since the demonstrations 
against the WTO summit in Seattle in 
1999. 

The Seattle demonstrations, which 
gave birth to a new and often militant, 
but diffuse and somewhat incoherent 
leftwing movement against the conse¬ 
quences of globalisation. It united trade 
unionists and NGOs campaigning 
against the impoverishment of the un¬ 
derdeveloped world by neoliberalism 
with a new generation of radicalised, 
often anarchist-influenced youth. 
Seattle also provided the mling class of 
the advanced capitalist counties, which 
for years had been trumpeting its ‘tri¬ 
umph’ over so-called ‘communism’, with 
something of a salutary shock: new gen¬ 
erations were beginning to embrace a 
project that pointed, however hesitantly, 
beyond capitalism towards the struggle 
for a better society. 

Globalise Resistance is a product of 
an attempt by the largest organisation 
of the British left, the Socialist Workers 
Party, to make an impact in this new 
movement. The written material put out 


by GR incorporates many of the classic 
themes of the anti-globalisation move¬ 
ment. The fight against sweatshop la¬ 
bour around the world, especially that 
employed by transnational monopolies. 
The struggles of the Zapatistas in Mexi¬ 
co’s Chiapas region. Generally admira¬ 
ble materials opposing privatisation and 
cuts, exposing the role of drugs compa¬ 
nies in Africa in allowing millions of Aids 
victims to face death because of the high 
price of drugs under production for 
profit. Material on Enron, the US energy 
monopoly that collapsed in 2001 amid 
deep corruption and faked balance 
sheets. All that, as far as it goes, no so¬ 
cialist could really have any argument 
with. 

Globalise Resistance’s statement of 
purpose reads like a calendar of pure 
anti-globahsation activism, with nothing 
to say about the subject in hand - what 
GR stands for. The nearest thing to what 
its adherents actually collectively be¬ 
lieve is the statement that the “policies” 
of neohberahsm, privatisation, etc “don’t 
work”. 

Although GR concentrates on high¬ 
lighting the injustices and atrocities com¬ 
mitted by globalised capitalism in the 
course of its daily operations, it also 
hints at solutions to this. For instance, 
under the banner of ‘Solidarity with the 


Bolivian resistance’, its website has re¬ 
cently been updated with a number of 
quite useful items, albeit almost com¬ 
pletely factual and lacking political gen¬ 
eralisation, about the recent working 
class-led upsurge that toppled the former 
brutal, pro-US, neoliberal austerity re¬ 
gime. There are a number of eye-witness 
and contemporary press accounts of 
these events. Such coverage, along with 
other hnks and fragmentary material on 
things like asylum-seekers/reftigees (im¬ 
plicitly supporting the wider - and cor¬ 
rect - SWP policy on opposing all 
immigration controls), points to social¬ 
ist solutions to many of the burning is¬ 
sues that animate the anti-globalisation 
movement. 

It is worth noting, however, that the 
solution really does go no further than 
hints. Explicit socialist propaganda or 
advocacy of working class power is vir¬ 
tually impossible to find on GR’s web¬ 
site (or in its bulletins). The most you can 
find are pointers in the links section to 
the SWP, Socialist Alliance or Workers 
Power websites (Workers Power is an¬ 
other, much smaller revolutionary social¬ 
ist organisation in Britain that also has 
some people involved in Globalise Re¬ 
sistance). 

The problem lies in the way GR is con¬ 
ceived, its own guiding ethos in fact. By 


its very nature it cannot even begin to 
offer any solutions to the problems it 
identifies. 

It knows what it is against (broadly 
speaking); however, it offers nothing at 
all about what should be done about 
them in a programmatic sense (apart from 
organising more and more endless pro¬ 
tests, that is). This is a weakness that is 
of course shared by a large part of the 
anti-globahsation movement itself. In the 
case of the ordinary activists, whether 
influenced by anarchism/spontaneism or 
other forms of diffuse radical sentiment, 
this is a political weakness that could 
potentially be overcome, though the ac¬ 
quisition of political experience, a deep¬ 
ening of thought growing out of such 
experience, etc. 

An obstacle to this is the hostility to 
‘parties’ that pervades the spontaneist 
anarcho-left milieu which makes up 
much of the constituency appealed to 
by GR. However, surely the job of a so¬ 
cialist grouping that seeks to immerse 
itself in the struggle of a budding anti¬ 
capitalist movement is to fight against 
this kind of anti-political sentiment. 

It has to be said that Globahse Resist¬ 
ance does not appear to do anything of 
the sort. Rather than engage in agitation 
and polemic against anarcho-spontan- 
eism, while seeking to apply the Marxist 


tactic of the united front to those en¬ 
gaged in such struggles (providing 
genuine assistance with concrete pro¬ 
gressive tasks undertaken by the move¬ 
ment, while maintaining and advocating 
one’s own distinctively socialist/com¬ 
munist standpoint), GR goes along with 
the spontaneism for the most part. 

Indeed, SWPers involved in this of¬ 
ten manage to unconsciously parody 
the anarcho-types themselves. Such sil- 
hness as middle-aged SWP cadres (and 
to some extent Workers Power too), bob¬ 
bing up and down brandishing placards 
declaring ‘F**k capitalism’ must really 
only provoke ridicule. Such daring radi¬ 
calism - they do not even dare to spell 
out the word ‘fuck’. The more knowl¬ 
edgeable anarcho-youth snigger, pri¬ 
vately or more crudely in public, at these 
antics. But this kind of accommodation 
to a new epater le bourgeois, shock- 
your-parents ethos really does not ad¬ 
vance the socialist cause one iota. 

A simple search on the GR website is 
illustrative. Tap in the word ‘sociahsm’ 
and you will get precisely one result re¬ 
turned - a reference to SWP leader 
Lindsey German as the author of the 
book Sex, class and socialism. Search 
for ‘sociahst’ and you get around a cou¬ 
ple of dozen entries, referring exclusively 
to the affiliations of members of this or 
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and prospects 


PRC, only leaving the PDS to join Rifon- 
dazione in 1993. He owed his original rise 
within Rifondazione to Cossutta, who 
realised that he needed a replacement for 
Garavini with some credibility in the wider 
labour movement. Bertinotti had that 
credibility: he had a proud record of trade 
union activism and militancy, particularly 
in 1992-93. Neither of this duo, Cossutta 
and Bertinotti, have any desire to recall 
any of this, given the way they subse- 
quendy fell out in 1998, but it is better to 
provide a historical, rather than a mytho¬ 
logical, account of the organisation’s 
past. 

The main point to be home in mind is 
that the original party has gone through 
two splits, in each of which it lost the ma¬ 
jority of its parliamentarians. The first 
split occurred in 1995, when the group 
led by Lucio Magri and Luciana 
Castellina voted in favour of austerity 
budget of Lamberto Dini to prevent an 
early general election, which they be¬ 
lieved would let Berlusconi back in. 
They took hardly any of the membership 
with them and their Comunisti Unitari 
were eventually quietly absorbed into 
the PDS (which by now had undergone 
a second name change to just DS, drop¬ 
ping the word ‘party’). 

The more spectacular split occurred 
in October 1998, when Cossutta op¬ 
posed Bertinotti and the majority of the 
party’s leading committees, who had de¬ 
cided to withdraw external support from 
the government of Romano Prodi. This 
led to the creation of the ‘official’ com¬ 
munist PDCI under Cossutta’s leader¬ 
ship, which has a small but real 
organisational presence in the country, 
and which subsequently held office in 
the centre-left governments of Massimo 
D’Alema and Giuliano Amato. 

Whilst the split meant that Rifondazi- 
one’s vote in May 2001 was, at five per¬ 
cent, considerably down on the 8.6% of 
1986, it also meant that Rifondazione had 
already embarked on an anti-institu- 
tional trajectory, and could only really 
regain support by moving leftwards, as 
it did after Genoa. In my view, Rifondazi- 
one’s line over the past couple of years 
has been a very intelligent one. 


There are two main minority currents 
within the party - the hard-line Trotsky¬ 
ists around Marco Ferrando and the 
paper Proposta Comunista on the one 
hand; and the so-called Area dell’Em- 
esto, named after Ernesto Che Guevara 
on the other (basically Cossuttiani who 
were too shrewd to follow Cossutta out 
of the party - who believe that Bertinotti 
has overestimated the role of move¬ 
ments, and excessively downgraded the 
role of the party. I realise that the CPGB 
might well tend to agree with these criti¬ 
cisms, and at a formal level Ferrando may 
be a better Marxist than Bertinotti. Even 
I have moments of doubt when Bertinotti 
uses words like ‘multitude’, and believe 
that there are dangers in not combating 
the autonomist ideology that seems 
prevalent amongst Rifondazione youth 
and some of the breakaway unions like 
Cobas and Sincobas, that have in some 
measure aligned themselves with Rifon¬ 
dazione. 

Having said all this, though, I stiU think 
that the political choice made in the wake 
of Carlo Giuliano’s killing in Genoa was 
fundamentally correct. The lessons of 
1967-68 are very clear. A division be¬ 
tween a radicalised and potentially vio¬ 
lent youth movement based on the 
unemployed and the marginally em¬ 
ployed, on the one hand, and the ranks 
of organised labour, on the other, could 
have been fatal. If the autonomist and 
semi-autonomist elements had been left 
to face the state alone, the white over¬ 
alls of the anarchist Tute Bianche could 
have been abandoned in favour of a re¬ 
version to the balaclava and the Molo¬ 
tov (which was the starting point of Tute 
Bianche leader Luca Casarini anyway, 
when he was involved in the autono¬ 
mous collectives). The degree of state 
oppression that could have been un¬ 
leashed in the wake of September 11- 
against not just the anti-globalisation 
movement but the radical left as a whole 
- does not bear thinking about. 

Instead, Bertinotti had the wisdom on 
the Friday night to issue a call for the 
biggest possible demonstration on the 
Saturday. He called on people to aban¬ 
don all their plans and come to Genoa. 


manipulation 


that organisation. You will search in vain 
for any written material advocating so¬ 
cialism as a solution to the problems of 
globalised capitalism. 

GR does openly advocate socialist 
ideas in the anti-war and anti-capitalist 
movements because that is not its pur¬ 
pose. If sections of these movements 
were won to socialist ideas, they would 
also inevitably generate insights of their 
own, based on their own experience, of 
how to fight for socialism, which would 
not necessarily match up with the op¬ 
erational methods of the SWR That is 
why Globalise Resistance must be kept 
as just an SWP front, conceived of as 
yet another transmission belt for the best 
anti-globalisation activists into ‘the 
party’. The ‘best’ being those who are 
susceptible to being absorbed into an 
organisation that has many of the worst 
features of a sterile sect. Indeed, rather 
than fighting in an open political man¬ 
ner for socialist ideas among the anar- 
cho-spontaneists, GR has generally 
specialised in trying to outdo them in their 
own methods using the SWP’s political 
machine. 

The GR Steering Group contains 16 in¬ 
dependents, 10 SWP members, and one 
lone member of Workers Power. Thus, 
as with the SWP’s other ‘united fronts’, 
it does not have a formal majority on the 


leading body of the organisation. Invari¬ 
ably, because the SWP has the organi¬ 
sational muscle to sustain a grouping like 
GR, which otherwise would be unlikely 
to have the wherewithal or political pur¬ 
pose to survive, in practice such organi¬ 
sations tend to develop a layer of 
‘independents’ that in reality act as po¬ 
litical slaves of the SWP. 

Indeed, once again, the exclusion of 
explicitly socialist ideas and views from 
the formal ideology of GR is instmmen- 
tal in this regard. The same division is 
maintained: socialism (or rather a highly 
regimented parody of socialist organisa¬ 
tion) is reserved for the SWP sect; es¬ 
sentially mindless activism is the lot of 
the ordinary GR membership. 

In practice, however, the membership 
of GR is tiny, around 200 and far less than 
that of the SWP. Despite the SWP’s evi¬ 
dent ambitions to use GR as a tool to ma¬ 
nipulate the healthier sections of the 
anti-globalisation/anti-capitalist milieux 
and draw them into its cynical sect ethos, 
in reality this kind of frontist practice only 
repels and alienates the best elements 
and, if anything, acts as a barrier to the 
emergence of socialist consciousness 
among them. As usual, such get-rich- 
quick schemes defeat the very intentions 
of those who set them up • 

Ian Donovan 


Rifondazione had the organisation to 
sort out trains and coaches, and the Ital¬ 
ian workers’ movement had enough of 
an anti-statist and anti-fascist tradition, 
even after all these years, to respond to 
that call. From then on, despite the state 
attacks on the Saturday march and sub¬ 
sequent events, the movement has 
never been broken. 

The impetus of that decision enabled 
the movement to go through September 
11 in much better shape than the Social¬ 
ist Alliance and Globalise Resistance in 
Britain. Does anyone remember that for¬ 
lorn march through the rain in Brighton? 
Italy has had a much bigger movement 
against the Afghan war than we had, just 
as it had a bigger and more effective 
movement against World War II. Any¬ 
one who was in Florence for the Euro¬ 
pean Social Forum in November2002 and 
saw the sea of red banners will realise 
that the Italian movement against the war 
was far more rooted in the labour move¬ 
ment than the Stop the War Coalition has 
ever been, regardless of the number of 
general secretaries who have graced our 
platform. 

The impact of Genoa on the more radi¬ 
cal sections of the trade union move¬ 
ment - not just on the breakaway Cobas 
and Sincobas (unions which are, for 
want of a better word, syndicalist or 
semi-syndicalist), but on the mainstream 
metalworkers’ union attached to the larg¬ 
est trade union confederation, the CGIL 
- forced previously moderate trade un¬ 
ion bureaucrats to lead the CGIL into 
confrontation with the employers and 
with the state in defence of article 18 of 
the workers’ statute, which prevents 
arbitrary sackings. The other major trade 
union confederations were bought off 
by Berlusconi and his ‘Pact for Italy’, 
whose promises have, predictably, never 
been honoured. 

The general strikes over article 18 in 
turn paved the way for trade union par¬ 
ticipation in the anti-war movement, in 
March 2003. Trains carrying arms were 
stopped; dockers refused to load Ameri¬ 
can warships. The outbreak of war was 
greeted with a general strike, even if it 
was a token four-hour one. None of this 
happened in Britain. A couple of train 
drivers in Scotland, and a few thousand 
brave school students, however praise¬ 
worthy, were not remotely equivalent. 

None of this led Bertinotti or 
Rifondazione to make any concession 
to islamic fundamentalism. Maybe you 
were present on November 30 2001, 
when Bertinotti spoke at the Camden 
Centre, and an embarrassed translator 
consciously or unconsciously censored 
a few Italian phrases in which Bertinotti 
coupled his denunciations of imperialism 
and war with a condemnation of 
fundamentalism and terrorism. 

Rifondazione has played a leading 
role in organising marches in defence of 
immigrants and asylum-seekers against 
racist laws, chanting slogans like ‘We are 
all illegal immigrants’, but it has never 
made any formal alliance with muslim 
religious organisations. 

One final point I would like to make in 
favour of Bertinotti’s ‘movementist’ line 
is that the students and white collar 
workers would never have mobilised on 
issues like justice or media ownership 
against Berlusconi, had Rifondazione 
not prevented the Genoa protests from 
being ghettoised and shown the possi¬ 
bility of a serious opposition. The fee¬ 
ble leaders of the centre-left would not 
have been subjected to a challenge by 
their own base if the Rifondazione-in- 
spired ‘movement of movements’ had 
not existed. The left opposition inside 
the DS was at least temporarily boosted, 
and for a time resisted neohberalism in a 
way that Labour’s feeble ‘reclaim the 
party’ movement never will • 



Iraq 

Women on 
the frontline 


O ne hundred comrades 

crammed into the library 
of Conway Hall, London 
on Novemher 7 to hear Yanar 
Mohammed of the Organisation 
of Women’s Freedom in Iraq. 

The Baghdad-horn activist and 
Worker-communist Party 
memher outlined the descent into 
chaos following the ‘end of major 
operations’ in May. Iraq’s post¬ 
war borders are now porous, 
allowing activists from a variety 
of Islamist organisations to 
confront the occupation forces 
with their own brand of reaction¬ 
ary anti-imperialism. The rise of 
political islam had brought 
kidnapping, rape and terror to 
Iraqi women, with a price on 
every woman’s head - $200 for a 
virgin, $100 for a housewife. 

O WFI had recorded 450 abduc¬ 
tions since it was founded in 
June 24. 

Comrade Mohammed gave a 
potted history of the women’s 
movement in Iraq, starting with 
the 1958 demonstration of 45,000 
which succeeded in removing 
sharia-influenced law from the 
civil code. However, while initially 
defending these gains, the Ba’ath 
regime chipped away at them, 
allowing the resurfacing of 
‘honour killings’ in the 1980s. 
According to comrade Moham¬ 
med, 4,000 women were legally 
murdered during the 1990s for 
bringing ‘dishonour’ on their 
families. While the coalition had 
made changes to some laws, they 
had not seen flt to annul the 
legalised murder of women. 

Indeed, the US has been keen to 
cultivate contacts with the 
mosques, declaring Iraq a muslim 
country. The proposed new 
constitution and civil law is to be 
based on sharia - islamic law 
which establishes women as 
inferior to men, does not recog¬ 
nise them as witnesses in courts 
of law and allows husbands to 
take up to four wives. And allows 
families to kill ‘wayward’ sisters, 
wives and daughters with impu¬ 
nity. 

Comrade Mohammed explained 
the work of O WFI, visiting 
factories and workplaces raising 
the issue of the veil, attacks on 
women, etc. She recounted the 
positive effects of women flnding a 
voice for the flrst time - and the 
entrenched ideas of other women 
who accepted their ‘inferiority’ as 
part of some natural order. 

Addressing a meeting organ¬ 
ised by Occupation Watch, 


comrade Mohammed had met a 
man who justifled the killing of 
prostitutes because they were 
“damaging Iraqi society”. Other 
women at the same meeting had 
warned her against defending sex 
workers: she would “lose her 
reputation” and be vulnerable to 
honour killing herself. 

At a meeting with the minister 
of labour and social affairs Steven 
Spears, comrade Mohammed had 
demanded equality for women, a 
secular constitution and flnancial 
support for the many widows of 
this and previous conflicts. In 
addition, as part of her work with 
the Unemployed Union of Iraq, she 
demanded dole payments of $100 
per month for the hundreds of 
thousands left without work. She 
was told payments would be 
considered for the blind and 
disabled - nothing more. 

Comrade Mohammed then 
turned her attention to the 
western left, which had accommo¬ 
dated to political Islam because of 
its anti-imperialist rhetoric. Her 
condemnation of the islamists 
resulted in her being banned from 
the platform of anti-war demon¬ 
strations in Canada - something 
which might well have been 
repeated in the UK, given the 
opportunist politics of the 
Socialist Workers Party and its 
weakness on reactionary anti¬ 
imperialism. 

While revealing the true extent 
of the damage done to Iraq by US- 
UK imperialism, the destruction 
of civil society and the rubbing out 
of the limited gains of women by 
political islam, comrade Moham¬ 
med’s solution exposed weak¬ 
nesses in the politics of the 
WCPI. Calling for the United 
Nations to occupy the country for 
at least a year, she claimed this 
would allow the women’s organi¬ 
sations to regenerate. 

Comrade Mohammed failed to 
link the UN to the strategic 
interests of US imperialism, or 
locate it within the structure of 
imperialism which has brought 
such devastation to the country 
and unleashed - in ‘opposition’ to 
imperialism - political islam 
against women and the organised 
working class. Only class 
mobilisation, including the 
creation of armed militia to defend 
woman and workers from 
islamist goon squads, can produce 
effective opposition to the occupa¬ 
tion and challenge the role of 
reactionary anti-imperialism • 

Andy Hannah 
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SOCIALIST ALLIANCE 


Keeping Democrats foim 


left out 


A bout 30 people attended the founding conference of 
John Marek’s new party in Wrexham, north 
Wales, on Saturday November 8. Most of the 
participants came from the Wrexham area, with the rest 
coming from the ranks of Cymru G!och, a tiny left 
nationalist grouping. 

As reported in the last issue of the Weekly Worker, the 
conference was arranged rather secretively - there was 
no pre-conference publicity, the media were not invited 
and other socialists were not allowed in, even to observe. 
When I arrived at the conference door, I was promptly told 
by several worried-looking people. Including Marek 
himself, that my membership of the Communist Party of 
Great Britain precluded me from attending. Neither the 
Socialist Workers Party nor the Socialist Party showed 
up, despite their earlier interest. 

Of course when it was pointed out to the doorkeepers 
that there were in fact a number of members of another 
political group in the meeting - Cymru Goch - they 
claimed that these people had resigned some time ago and 
that they were now simply members of the John Marek 
Independent Party. But Marek could not keep up this 
pretence for long. He admitted to me (in a private conver¬ 
sation, of course) that he was well aware of Cymru Goch’s 
continued existence, but stated that at least CG had some 
“political honour”. 

It appears from reports of the conference that the name 
of the party has now changed from the JMIP to ‘Forward 
Wales’. Whilst Cymru Goch made some effort to per¬ 
suade others to adopt the name ‘Socialist Wales’, Marek 
told the participants that this would put off potential 
support and that the dreaded ‘s’ word could not be 
countenanced under any circumstances. Two thirds of the 
conference agreed with him. 

Thus the much heralded talk of John Marek doing a 
‘Tommy Sheridan’ and creating a Welsh Socialist Party 
has come to nothing. The right-reformist founding 
statement, ‘For a democratic and socialist Wales’ (see 
Weekly Worker November 6), was passed without any 
amendments of substance, but even this document appears 
to be for internal consumption only. 

It therefore seems that Marek has now wasted any 
potential that existed to cohere the left in Wales towards a 
Scottish Socialist Party-type organisation (the SSP, 
despite its nationalist orientation, owed much of its 
success to its ability to group together most of the 
existing left groups, which operate within it as open 
platforms). Instead, it is now likely that outside of 
Marek’s base in Wrexham, his new party will be still¬ 
born, struggling to create an identity different from that 
of Labour or the Liberal Democrats. 

Neither will Forward Wales attempt to outflank Plaid 
Cymru by adopting the slogan of an ‘independent socialist 
Wales’, content instead merely to half-heartedly call for 
further devolved powers, “should any further devolution 
arrangements be enacted” (‘For a democratic and 
socialist Wales’). Even a neutral observer would be at a 
loss to understand the strategic thought behind this new 
formation. 

Yet for partisans of internationalist socialism the mess 
that CG has now got itself into over Forward Wales is 
certainly a sight for sore eyes. True, despite an unholy 
row with Marek supporters after the Weekly Worker 
revealed Cymru Goch’s clearly expressed disdain for the 
new formation’s leader (September 11), it has not only 
managed to stay on board, but successfully excluded the 
“Brit left”. Nevertheless, one wonders what CG has 
gained from its ‘deep entryist’ tactics. 

Not so long ago, in May 2002, when CG announced that 
it would not be re-afflliating to the Welsh Socialist 
Alliance, its resignation document stated that the WSA 
had “failed to understand the need for an independent 
socialist Wales. Any alliance has to involve compromises 
and we compromised on this issue, but we are unable to 
compromise our socialist republicanism indeflnitely” 
{Weekly Worker May 31 2002). 

But what has CG achieved within this context? It has 
signed up to a localist formation that is openly unionist - 
and completely renounced its open existence into the 
bargain. At no stage during the conference did CG put up 
ant sort of flght for its once cherished aim of an independ¬ 
ent socialist republic. 

Apparently, one of the leaders of CG stated towards the 
end that the conference was an historic occasion. Maybe 
so, but not in the sense the comrade meant. For if the inept 
Marek has managed to signal the end for Cymru Goch, 
then he will have, by default, managed to have performed at 
least one small service for the genuine left in Wales • 

Cameron Richards 


S ome 30 people - varying over the 
course of the day - met in Birming¬ 
ham on Saturday November 8 to 
form a Democracy platform in the 
Sociahst Alliance. 

Numbers present were clearly reduced 
compared to the previous meeting (Septem¬ 
ber 13), partly by the decision of the Interna¬ 
tional Socialist Group, which in September 
dipped its toes in the water, to go no further. 
Neither the Alliance for Workers’ Liberty nor 
the CPGB mobilised members on a large scale, 
and the majority of those present were inde¬ 
pendents. The discussion at the meeting was 
comradely, in spite of occasionally sharp dif¬ 
ferences of opinion. 

An initial proposal from the AWL that the 
meeting should first discuss the question of 
the Socialist Workers Party’s proposed 
‘broader coalition’ was voted down, and the 
meeting proceeded to discuss and vote on a 
number of motions relating to the political 
basis of the platform and then elect a national 
committee. This committee was charged with 
collating and synthesising the resolutions 
adopted into a clear political statement, and 
with raising a number of matters with the 
Sociahst Alliance’s leading bodies. Finally we 
debated several motions and amendments on 
the question of ‘broader coalitions’ and the 
SWP’s new “project”. 

The meeting adopted a number of overlap¬ 
ping resolutions proposed by Stockport So¬ 
ciahst Alhance, the Revolutionary Democratic 
Group, CPGB and AWL. The overall result 
can be stated broadly as follows. First, the 
platform upholds the Sociahst Alhance’s 2001 
election manifesto People before profit and 
fights for this to be the basis of the alhance’s 
public campaigning and its approach to 
broader political initiatives and coahtions. The 
RDG’s resolution in particular emphasised the 
demands for democratic reforms contained 
in People before profit under the section, ‘For 
real democracy’; comrade Steve Freeman, 
moving it, noted the disappearance of these 
demands from Alan Thomett’s recent SA 
pamphlet. Building a socialist alternative. 
Comrade Freeman and other speakers empha¬ 
sised that democracy is not just an internal 
question for the Sociahst Alhance, but a ques¬ 
tion for the workers’ movement as a whole. 

Second, the platform sets as a central goal 
the struggle for a new workers’ party, and 
fights for this goal to be adopted by the So¬ 
ciahst Alhance. At a more immediate level, we 
fight for a new united party of the socialists, 
recognising the gains which have been made 
by such a united party in the cases of the 
Scottish Socialist Party and Rifondazione 
Comunista. 

Third, the platform fights for the existing 
principles of democracy, inclusiveness, open 
discussion and representation at all levels of 
minority trends, as laid down in the SA con¬ 
stitution. Concretely, we oppose bureaucratic 
operations like those carried out by the SWP 
in Bedfordshire and in Birmingham. We fight 
for negotiations with a view to a broader coa¬ 
lition to be carried on openly and properly 
reported back to Sociahst Alhance members, 
and for our platform to be represented on the 
alliance’s ‘task group’ engaged in these dis¬ 
cussions. Carrying a resolution proposed by 
Sue Blackwell and Anna Chen, we empha¬ 
sised that we would fight for the implementa¬ 
tion of the alhance’s existing commitments to 
oppose ah forms of racism and sexism, bully¬ 
ing and victimisation within the movement. 

In the context of SA democracy, the meet¬ 
ing also adopted a resolution proposed by 
Pete McLaren, which made two proposals for 
change in the alliance’s structures. The first 
calls for a structure which encourages both 
group affihation and individual membership, 
providing representation for affihates as weU 
as safeguarding the rights of independents. 
As originally drafted it referred to a “federal” 
structure, but an amendment from Sue 
Blackwell, narrowly carried, removed the ‘f 
word. The second point calls for direct elec¬ 
tion by the membership, preferably by pro¬ 
portional representation, of all “committees 
and representative bodies”. CPGB comrades 



George Monbiot: frightens 


opposed this proposal, as potentially setting 
up multiple conflicting national authorities 
and thereby actually reducing the democratic 
accountability of the alhance’s leadership. It 
was, however, carried. 

The meeting debated the name of the plat¬ 
form and decided by exhaustive voting on 
‘Democracy platform’, proposed by Pete Mc¬ 
Laren, ehminating first ‘Sociahst Democracy 
platform’, proposed by the Stockport com¬ 
rades, and then ‘Democratic and Repubhcan 
platform’, proposed by the RDG. 

The second session was a little 
procedurally complex, since the decisive 
votes were on amendments, but in fact in¬ 
volved a simple debate. The AWL comrades 


T he SA minority that gathered for 
Saturday’s meeting is by no means 
as united as the debates and votes 
appeared to show. 

Differences emerged from the 
very first item on the agenda - the 
order of business - and continued to 
the end. On one side were the AWL 
and Stockport SA, who wanted to 
make the priority issue opposition to 
the Galloway-Monbiot-Yaqoob 
‘popular coalition’. Opposed to this 
was a majority of the May 3 Commit¬ 
tee, supported by the Revolutionary 
Democratic Group and CPGB, arguing 
that the starting point for any 
platform was the question of the SA 
programme and constitution. 

Underlying this was a different 
understanding of the role of the 
working class as the potential leader 
of other popular or non-ruling 
classes. Ihe AWL and Stockport SA 
seemed to consider that the working 
class must stand alone. Rejection of 
a ‘popular coalition’ was a matter of 
principle. For us it was matter of 
tactics and there is no point discuss¬ 
ing tactics except in relation to the 
fight for a definite programme. The 
first vote on the order of the agenda 
was whether we should deal wKh 
programme first and therefore 
implicitly consider the popular 
coalition as a matter of tactics. 

So the first vote decided the 
direction the meeting would take. The 
May 3 Committee motion won the 
argument by 18 votes to 10. The 
meeting refused to be drawn into a 
sectarian cul de sac and disaster was 
avoided. But from the AWL perspec- 


take the view that the character of the 
broader coalition the SWP is promoting is 
already settled: it will be a bureaucratic and 
popular-frontist lash-up which abandons 
socialism in favour of the left liberalism of 
the Monbiot-Yaqoob draft; they also regard 
it as unprincipled to enter any sort of bloc in 
which George Galloway plays a leading role. 
CPGB and RDG comrades. Dot Gibson from 
Workers International and the majority of the 
independents present agreed that this is the 
policy the SWP are pursuing, but take the 
view that there is still scope for fighting for 
any new initiative to have a democratic and 
socialist character, and for the Socialist Alli¬ 
ance to have an independent input and ac¬ 
tivity. In the result, the AWL’s view was 
defeated in a series of votes (unfortunately 
CPGB comrade John Pearson elected on this 
occasion to vote with the AWL). 

The Democratic Platform is, then, willing 
to engage with the new initiative, on the ba¬ 
sis of the political ideas we defined as the 
pohtical basis of the platform: democratic and 
accountable function, the struggle for the 
political representation of the working class, 
and the proposals of People before profit as 
the right starting point for SA negotiators. 

The AWL at the close of the meeting is¬ 
sued a statement indicating that the decisions 
of the afternoon session meant that the plat¬ 
form was faihng to confront the central issue 
of rejectionism towards the ‘new initiative’ 
and Galloway. Though their comrade elected 
to the platform’s committee would take up his 
post, and they would bloc with platform com¬ 
rades on issues of Socialist Alliance internal 
democracy, the AWL comrades would not 
regard the platform’s work as a priority, but 
would prioritise fighting for their own rejec- 
tionist line. 

The AWL’s position has been slightly 
elaborated in a report of the meeting posted 
by Martin Thomas on the AWL’s website. 
The report sees the meeting through the 


tive it was a disaster about to unfold - it 
was this decision that prevented a split 

The second major question was 
whether the platform would be confined 
to matters of internal democracy, as 
reflected in the SA constitution, or 
whether it would take a position on 
programme. Pete McLaren’s view was 
that we should be focused purely on 
internal democracy. Tliis narrow and 
inward-looking perspective partly 
explains why Pete drafted the original 
agenda along the lines suggested by the 
AWL and Stockport SA, rather than that 
proposed by the May 3 Committee. 

The motion on People before profit, 
moved by the RDG, settled that question. 
It made clear that the platform would 
stand on the full republican socialist 
programme and not the old Labour 
platform of social reforms put forward 
by the SWP and International Socialist 
Group. The RDG motion - “For the full 
version of People before profit" - was 
carried unanimously, it read: “This 
meeting notes that the SA programme 
People before profit has been reduced 
to a set of social reforms. We note that 
these exclude all SA democratic 
republican demands. Tlie extension of 
democracy, whether in the UK or the 
Socialist Alliance, is neither an optional 
extra nor a lower priority for the working 
class or the membership of the SA in the 
struggle for socialism. We resolve to 
campaign for democracy as set out in 
People before profit and the SA constKu- 
tion. We condemn any attempt, whether 
by accident or by political intent, to 
ignore or relegate the importance of 
democracy in the building of a Socialist 
Alliance movement” 


But is the pl2itform 
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republican? 


Tliis motion settled the argument 
between a naoew internal democracy 
platform and the broader ‘democratic 
and republican’ platform in favour of the 
latter. However, when we came to 
consider the official name of the 
platform, the softer, liberal line pre¬ 
vailed. Pete McLaren proposed the 
name of ‘Democracy platform’, which 
secured 13 votes. Ihe name ‘Democratic 
and Republican platform’ received nine 
votes and ‘Socialist Democracy’ got sbc. 
The alignments here were of some 
interest. The term ‘democracy’ was 
common to all three (as indeed was the 
word ‘socialist’, because, as one com¬ 
rade pointed out, our full name would 
include the words ‘platform of the 
Socialist Alliance’). So it was no surprise 
to find that the controversial word, as 
usual, was ‘republican’. 

The CPGB shamefully lined up wHh 
Pete McLaren to the right against a 
platform name that openly proclaimed 
its republicanism. Meanwhile the AWL 
lined up for ‘Socialist Democracy’ 
against republicanism in pursuit of its 
alliance with Stockport SA. The name 
‘Socialist Democrat^’ was a dishonest 
attempt to play at soviets. We did get one 
republican vote from AWL’s Pete 
Radcliff, who accepted our arguments 
against pandering to ultra-leftism and 
should be praised for taking a principled 
stand. But of course he swung back into 
line with the rest of his comrades on the 
second vote. Our vote went down to 
eight, as AWL votes swung behind the 
CPGB. 

This is of course a microcosm of the 
weakness of the left. Despite the 
ongoing crisis of the social monarchy. 


the vast majority of the left have been 
unable to embrace militant republican¬ 
ism and remain wedded to Labourism. 
The ultra-lefts are simply a minor image 
of anti-republican liberal Labourites. 
Whilst the AWL talks about independent 
working class politics, it has not yet 
understood that this means breaking 
from the constitutional monarchist state, 
the forces of the crown and her majes¬ 
ty’s government and loyalist Labour 
Party. 

After voting through the name, we 
moved on to the first issue the platform 
had to face. Should the SA intervene in 
the attempt to extend the forces 
mobilised by the Stop the War Coalition 
into a ‘popular coalition’? The anti-war 
movement has been the biggest political 
event for many years. If the SA was right 
to intervene in the former, then there is 
no reason to rule out intervention in the 
latter. For us this is a tactical matter, not 
a matter of principle. 

It is about fighting for the working 
class programme and a question of 
what, if any, real popular forces are 
involved. We know that the STWC had 
mass support, including hundreds of 
thousands of workers. Whether the 
same forces can be mobilised by a 
‘popular coalition’ remains to be seen, 
its programme is yet to be fixed. There 
are both opportunities and dangers 
here. But running away, before the 
battle even starts in earnest, is a 
mistake. 

The line-up of the AWL and Stockport 
SA had some sympathy from Birming¬ 
ham SA comrades, because of their own 
experiences of the undemocratic 
practices of Salma Yaqoob, at the behest 


_ What we 

fight for 

AWL’s peculiar blinkers, as a result of which 
comrade Thomas regards the votes - recog¬ 
nising the bad politics of the SWP, Gallo¬ 
way, etc, but still willing to engage with the 
project - as “contradictory”. The CPGB is 
accused of having a “rosy view of the Gal¬ 
loway bloc”. 

Comrade Thomas explains this spurious 
“contradiction” by asserting that the AWL, 
unlike the “‘independents’ and micro-groups” 

(by which he presumably means the CPGB 
and RDG) “is a vertebrate organisation, which 
does not need a shell to live in ... we have no 
difficulties in seeing other options for activ¬ 
ity”. At one level this proposition is stupid. 

The independents are generally engaged in 
local trade union, campaigning, etc work, and 
can - all too easily! - retreat into this. CPGB 
and RDG comrades also have their local work. 

The CPGB (unlike the AWL) publishes a 
weekly paper, and has, in the recent past, 
stood candidates in public elections inde¬ 
pendently when no electoral alliance is 
achievable. Behind comrade Thomas’s fool¬ 
ish claim is a real political difference. By call¬ 
ing the AWL a “vertebrate organisation” 
comrade Thomas is, in fact, asserting that the 
AWL takes a purely instmmental attitude to 
the Sociahst Alliance and to the unity of so¬ 
cialists generally; they are judged on the ba¬ 
sis of whether or not they will help build the 
AWL. That is to say, the AWL is an SWP on 
a smaller scale - a sect. 

The meeting in Birmingham was small. 

Both the AWL’s efforts to set the platform 
on the course of idiot rejectionism and GaUo- 
way-phobia, and its decision to take a semi¬ 
detached attitude when it lost the votes, are 
regrettable but unsurprising. Nonetheless, 
we have set down important political mark¬ 
ers for comrades who wish to build on the 
strengths of the Socialist Alliance and to re¬ 
sist the SWP leadership’s attempts to use a 
new “project” to liquidate these strengths • 

Mike Macnair 


of the SWP. But, rather than outright 
opposition, the meeting decided to adopt 
a position of reconnaissance and 
clarification, as expressed in the motions 
of the RDG and Dot Gibson and the 
amendments moved by the CPGB. 

The RDG motion said: 

“1. In the fight for People befere profil 
we do not rule out, in advance, alliances, 
whether temporary or strategic, wKh 
petty bourgeois democrats. Any propos¬ 
als must be considered concretely and 
judged in respect of the struggle to 
advance our programme. 

2. In any such united front alliances, we 
must defend the independence of the SA 
and engage in open struggle against the 
polKics of these allies. In the event of the 
leadership of the SA failing to engage in 
such a struggle and hence compromising 
the independence of the SA, this platform 
will conduct such a struggle against the 
leadership of the SA. 

3. We do rule out alliances with bour¬ 
geois parties (ie, popular fronts) on the 
grounds that the bourgeoisie is under all 
circumstances the enemy of the working 
class. 

4. We call for representatives of this 
platform to be included in the SA ‘task 
force’ negotiating group and to report 
back to all members of this platform”. 

The AWL was not happy about the 
outcome of these votes, but decided 
quite rightly not to walk away from the 
new platform. Instead it issued a 
statement making its posKion clear. Fair 
enough. This debate will surely continue, 
but at least for now we are united in a 
Democracy platform around a common 
republican socialist programme • 

Steve Freeman 
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■ Our central aim is the oiganisation of communists, revolu- 
tionary socialists, anti-capitalists and all politically advanced 
workers into a Communist Party. WKhout organisation the 
working class is nothing; with the highest form of organisa¬ 
tion it is everything. 

■ The Provisional Central Committee organises members 
of the Communists Party, but there exists no real Commu¬ 
nist Party today. There are many so-called ‘parties’ on the 
left. In reality they are confessional sects. Members who 
disagree with the prescribed‘line’are expected to gag them¬ 
selves in public. Either that or face expulsion. 

■ Communists operate according to the principles of demo¬ 
cratic centralism. Through ongoing debate we seek to 
achieve unity in action and a common world outlook. As 
long as they support agreed actions, members have the 
right to speak openly and form temporary or permanent 
factions. 

■ Communists oppose the neo-conservative war plans of 
the Project for the New American Century and all imperial¬ 
ist wars but constantly strive to bring to the fore the funda¬ 
mental question - ending war is bound up with ending capi¬ 
talism. 

■ Communists are internationalists. Everywhere we strive 
for the closest unity and agreement of working class and 
progressive parties of all countries. We oppose every mani¬ 
festation of national sectionalism, it is an internationalist 
duty to uphold the principle, ‘One state, one party’. To the 
extent that the European Union becomes a state then that 
necessitates EU-wide trade unions and a Communist Party 
oftheEU. 

■The working class must be organised globally. Without a 
global Communist Party, a Communist International, the 
struggle against capital is weakened and lacks coordina- 
thra 

■Communists have no interest apart from the working class 
as a whole. They differ only in recognising the importance 
of Marxism as a guide to practice. That theory is no dogma, 
but must be constantly added to and enriched. 

■ Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the fu¬ 
ture of humanity at risk. Capitalism is synonymous with war, 
pollution, exploitation and crisis. As a global system capi¬ 
talism can only be superseded globally. All forms of na¬ 
tionalist socialism are reactionary and anti-working class. 

■ The capitalist class will never willingly allow their wealth 
and power to be taken away by a parliamentary vote. They 
will resist using every means at their disposal. Communists 
favour using parliament and winning the biggest possible 
working class representation. But workers must be read¬ 
ied to make revolution - peacefully if we can, forcibly if we 
musL 

■ Communists fight for extreme democracy in all spheres 
of society. Democracy must be given a social content 

■ We will use the most militant methods objective circum¬ 
stances allow to achieve a federal republic of England, 
Scotland and Wales, a united, federal Ireland and a United 
States of Europe. 

■ Communists favour industrial unions. Bureaucracy and 
class compromise must be fought and the trade unions 
transformed into schools for communism. 

■ Communists are champions of the oppressed. Women’s 
oppression, combating racism and chauvinism, and the strug¬ 
gle for peace and ecological sustainability are just as much 
working class questions as pay, trade union rights and de¬ 
mands for high-quality health, housing and education. 
■Socialism represents victory in the battle for democracy, 
it is the rule of the working class. Socialism is either demo¬ 
cratic or, as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, it turns into its oppo¬ 
site. 

■Socialism is the first stage of the worldwide transition to 
communism - a system which knows neither wars, exploita¬ 
tion, money, classes, states nor nations. Communism is gen¬ 
eral freedom and the real beginning of human history. 

■ All who accept these principles are urged to join the 
Communist Party. 
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For a Socialist 
Aliance of the 
European 
Union 


Seize opportunity 


E urope is being remade. As the 
European Union tries to intro¬ 
duce its quasi-democratic con¬ 
stitution, expands to the east, 
adopts the single currency and looks to 
a unitary European defence force, our 
side is left to play catch-up. 

The European Social Fomm provides 
the left with a space to debate the way 
forward. We must seize the opportunity. 
That is one of the ESP’s most important 
aspects. It allows for the working class, 
progressive and left forces to re-engage 
on a continent-wide basis. We must meet 
the challenge laid down by Europe of 
capital. The working class in Europe 
must remake itself or remain a slave class. 

While the ESP is a pointer to the fu¬ 
ture, it is by no means our final destina¬ 
tion. Cooperation across Europe among 
trade unions, left political parties and 
social movements remains poor. Yet our 
greatest success in this respect over the 
recent period acmally grew out of last 
year’s ESP. The massive anti-war dem¬ 
onstrations of Pebruary 15 came about 
as a result of the decisions taken in Ror- 
ence. More than 30 million people dem¬ 
onstrated across the planet. The 
movement can be proud of this. It showed 
that there is a growing resistance to the 
most rapacious aspects of global capi¬ 
talism. By no means is everything going 
the way of the warmongers and imperi¬ 
alists. 

However, our actual organisation is mi¬ 
nuscule and haphazard in comparison 
with the tasks we face. We must move 
beyond spontaneity. Next year’s Euro¬ 
pean Union elections offer us an oppor¬ 
tunity to put opposition on a new 
footing: working class and socialist 
forces must strike as one. A common 
manifesto for the European elections is 
needed. An alliance of socialists across 
the continent required. WiU our forces be 
up to the task? 

That the ESP is in Paris this year is for¬ 
tunate. We can leam from the successes 
and difficulties of the Prench left. The 
electoral unity of the Ligue Communiste 
Revolutionnaire and Lutte Ouvriere for 
the June 2004 elections is cmcial. Opin¬ 
ion polls are already putting support for 
this Marxist bloc at 10% of the elector¬ 
ate. While clearly such levels of support 
cannot be expected everywhere, never¬ 
theless a united, cross-Europe interven¬ 
tion would undoubtedly have a global 
impact. Now is the time to reforge Euro¬ 
pean working class unity. 

The past three decades have seen the 
increased globalisation of capital accu¬ 
mulation. The ruling classes of Europe 
are uniting around not only a neoliberal 
agenda, but proto-state forms for enforc¬ 
ing that agenda. They have also seen the 
final degeneration of ‘official commu¬ 
nism’ and a string of defeats for the work¬ 
ing class. The years of Reagan and 
Thatcher, followed by Blair, Berlusconi 
and Aznar, have set back the prospects 
for working class emancipation, social¬ 
ism and a world without exploitation and 
war. There are glimmers of a renewal of 
class consciousness that has been at its 
lowest ebb for at least a century. Along¬ 
side that slump in class consciousness 
has been the rise in nationalism, the re- 
emergence of the far right in parts of 
Europe and a retreat into the politics of 



pean Social Forum provides an oppor¬ 
tunity to begin the difficult yet necessary 
fight for working class political unity 
against the European mling classes. 

The mling classes have told us there 
is no alternative to capitalism. Some have 
said so with glee, others with wringing 


A united left will provide a working class lead 


identity by many oppressed sections. 

While the working class has been rela¬ 
tively directionless, the mling classes of 
Europe are gradually moving towards 
unity. The chosen method has not been 
war - as attempted by Bonapartes, kai¬ 
sers and fuhrers - but peaceful economic 
and political merger. 

Yet our rejection of the capitahstic im¬ 
pulses pushing our mlers to unite Europe 
should not drive us into separate, na¬ 
tional socialist dead ends. The working 
classes of Europe need to become more 
internationalist in response to the drive 
to build a capitalist Europe from above. 
We need a democratic and social Europe 
from below. 

We have a long way to go. The Euro¬ 
pean mhng classes are way ahead of us. 
They have their financial cabals and the 
European Central Bank. They have the 
undemocratic European Commission 
and the quasi-democratic European par¬ 
liament. They have the European rapid 
reaction force and a battery of immigra¬ 
tion laws to criminalise worst paid labour. 

Yet the spectre of a united European 
working class movement haunts them. 
But that threat cannot become reality 
without pohtical organisation. The Euro¬ 


hands and a heavy heart. But in openly 
celebrating the triumph of capitahsm they 
have produced an unintended response 
from below. The growing anti-capitahst 
sentiment is a reaction to the ‘end of his¬ 
tory’ garbage peddled by the paid mouth¬ 
pieces of imperialism. 

The opposition to neoliberalism and 
war has reached its highest form in Italy. 
Genoa and Rorence echo still. Added to 
that is the millions-strong movement in 
the UK against the war. If anti-capitahsm 
is not be dissipated or channelled safely 
into one or another pink or green reform¬ 
ist project, it must merge with the work¬ 
ing class movement and take up the 
pohtical fight for democracy. 

As the capitahst class becomes organ¬ 
ised at the level of the European Union, 
so too must the working class. This is the 
challenge before socialist and working 
class forces at this year’s ESP. The World 
Social Forum movement officially es¬ 
chews political parties and thus uninten¬ 
tionally encourages both dishonesty and 
backwardness. Political parties simply 
don different hats and the task of cement¬ 
ing unity at the highest level is put off in 
favour of currying favour with the reform¬ 
ist wing of imperiahsm - charities, NGOs, 
do-gooders, locahsts and unaccountable 
intellectuals. 

What has happened to last year’s ini¬ 
tiative towards organisational unity of 
the left across Europe? Florence saw a 
meeting for “a proposal towards a Euro¬ 
pean political party - an intervention by 
Rifondazione Comunista national secre¬ 
tary Fausto Bertinotti”. Since then, little 
has happened - in the pubhc eye at least. 
Rifondazione’s attempt - admittedly made 
at the last minute - to arrange a meeting 
of “alternative left parties” in Paris had 
to be abandoned due to an insufficient 
response and is now planned for Bms- 
sels in December. 

The old left bloc around the ‘official’ 
communist parties is acting as a hin¬ 
drance to building a united sociahst elec¬ 
toral coalition across Europe. Yet without 
this development the impulse of the ESP 
can not break out of a reformist strait- 
jacket - which is of course the intention 
of many of in the movement: from the 
rightists of Attac to the ultra-lefts in Ya 
Basta who shun any political interven¬ 
tion. 

With just seven months to go before 


the European parliament elections, the 
European left must grasp this opportu¬ 
nity to forge the highest possible unity. 
We should not be hampered by national 
difficulties or opportunist diversions. 

The Socialist Alhance in England and 
Wales promised much. Yet the 
misleadership of the Socialist Workers 
Party has seen the goal of sociahst unity 
sacrificed at the altar of sectarianism and 
perceived short-term gain. Now there are 
dangers that the achievements gained 
will be squandered in pursuit of a non¬ 
socialist bloc headed by George Gallo¬ 
way MP. The leadership of the SWP 
seems to be eyeing a united intervention 
in the EU elections as merely a means of 
gaining European parliament money to 
run its election campaigns. While the 
cash would be useful, this should not be 
the determining factor in formulating our 
plans. 

The Sociahst Alhance in England and 
Wales may have hit the sand, but the 
idea behind it still holds good, as a pointer 
to the direction the European left ought 
to go. The Scottish Sociahst Party - bom 
out of the Scottish Socialist Alliance - 
despite its nationalist weaknesses 
stands as an example to be fohowed and 
replicated on a continental scale. Six 
members of the Scottish parhament point 
to that. The fact that trends and factions 
of the left have been able not only to unite 
in elections and other campaigns, but 
have gone on to support a single party, 
shows that with the political wiU such an 
exercise at an aU-European level is more 
than possible. 

Agreeing a common platform for the 
European elections in 2004 is a necessary 
first step. The parties of the bourgeoisie 
stand common platforms in the EU - that 
should be a minimum for the parties of 
the working class too. But time is short. 
Neither should we leave it at that. We 
must take whatever electoral unity we are 
able to achieve to a qualitatively higher 
plane - a European Sociahst Alhance. Ul¬ 
timately, the aim should be a single revo¬ 
lutionary working class party: a 
Communist Party of the European Un¬ 
ion. With such a party, the vistas of work¬ 
ing class hberation on a continental and 
world scale come within reach. With such 
a party we can open up the path to real 
human freedom • 

Marcus Strom 
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